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THE 


PRE PACE. 


T. is a Common, but, I m afraid, too true an OIferoms” 


on, that Men bring their Opinions to the Holy-Scrip- 
tures, not to be Tried and Regulated by them, but to 


be Supported; and ſo they ſtrive to pick out Something. 
which may * cen to thoſe Notions they have Im- 


bibed, and which they are reſolv d to Maintain. 

This is the Reaſon * they Collect ſuch imperfect Porti- 
ons of Scripture, which at firſt fight may ſeem to favour 
their Opinion, without having any regard to the Deſign of 
the a el Pen-Men, or their Coherence aud Connexiou 


with what went before or follows after + This is but too evi- 


dent in moſt Wot, of Religious Controverfies ; thus the 
8 c _ 7 overlook all the Texts of "Scripture 
ec 


fitively declare the Divinity of Chriſt, while they 
Colek⸗ in Vindication of their Opinion, thoſe Places of 


Holy-Writ, which ſpeak of dur Saviour in his ſtate of Hu- 


miliation, as he took our Nature upon him. Thus do the 
Romaniſts maintain the Pope's Supremacy, becauſe St. Pe- 
ter happen d to be reckon Part among the Apoſtles, and 
becauſe Chriſt ſaid unto him, upon chi Rock will I build 
my Church, without ever attending to the Deſign of thoſe 
Places, or confidering that St. Paul withſtood him to his 
Face, and declares —_— not behind the very chiefeſt 
Apoſtles. Thus again they think, this is my Body, evi- 
dently makes for their Abſurd Dofrine of Tranſubſtanti- 
ation, without ever confidering the Figurative and Spiri- 


tual Senſe of thoſe Words, and that the Apoſtle calls it 


Bread and Wine after the 98 of the Elements. 


Aud 


The PREFACE. 


And thus too do our Diſſenting Brethren tate Words 
for Things, in thoſe Differences that are between Them, 
and the Church by Law Eſtabliſh d: I could mention a great 
many of their controverted Points, but that relating to 
Epiſcopacy ſhall ſuffice at preſent : Thus does J. B. muſter 
up all thoſe Texts of Scripture which ſeem to uſe the 
Words Biſhop, and Presbytag promiſcuouſly for one ano- 
ther, not confidering that it 1 not the Name, but the 
Office which we Contend for; and what is much more un- 
accountable, he wou d perſwade the World, that becauſe the 
Words were «ſed promiſcuouſly, there was no Diſtinction in 
the Office, but that mere Presbyters were the Supreme Or- 
der of Conſecrated Perſons in the Church, tho he owns that 

P " the Apoſtles were Superiour to them, and we have Prov d 

that thoſe whom-we call, Biſhaps were Succeſſours to the 
Apoſtles. - . 3 

therefore that ¶ ſball defire of the Reader is, not to 

tate up, either Mr. B's, or my Notions, upon Traſt, but 

to examine them Impartially,and then judge as a Matter ef 

ſo great Concern deſeryes : Let him but Read Attentively, 

— Practice Conſcientiouſiy, and then I don t doubt, hut 

* GOD will give him fo much Light, as to diſcover the Path 
* wherein he ought to Walk : But if Men are reſolv d to 
. Read with Prejudice, and Judge with Partiality, the beſt 

Caſe in the World muſt Miſcarry; and ſuch Men are like- 
ly to continue in their Errours, and to walk in Darkneſs. 
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DISCOURSE 
th OCCASION'D e 
By Mr. B-—'s Ordination 
Sermon, &c. 


for any one to undertake the Defence of Presbitery 
at this time, when all the Pleas that ever were, or 


indeed can be brought for it, have been already ſo 


learnedly and convincingly Anſwer'd. ; 

One wou'd think too, That it were needleſs to give 
Things of this Nature any other Anſwer, than to refer the 
Reader to Bp. Hall, Bp. Taylor, Bp. Downham, Bp. Pearſon, 
to the Seventh Book of Hookers Eccleſiaſtical Polity, to 
Dr. Mavrice's Defence of Dioceſan n and his 
Vindication of the Primitive Church, and to Dr. Parker, 
and to many Others who have, with abundance of Learn- 
ing, exhauſted this Subject, and Anſwerd all that the 
Presbyterians ever did, or can ſay for their Cauſe. 

But however, Since Mr. B— has been pleas'd (for what 
reaſon I will not pretend to enquire) to Print a Sermon a- 
gainſt Epiſcopacy (which he has taken out of Smettymnmws, 
andthe Aſſembly of Divines,their u Divinum Miniſterij An- 
Trap ) without taking any notice ofthe Anſwers which hav 
been given to thoſe Books out of which he has Borrowe 
his Arguments, and left the People of this Kingdom, who 
have neither Inclination nor Opportunity of reading large 
Volumes upon this Subject; left, I ſay, they ſhould take 
Mr. B—'s Arguments for Concluſrve, and think his Sermon 


Unanſwerable, J have ventur'd (for their ſakes) to Publiſh . 
the following Diſcourſe by way - Anſwer, and as an An- 


tidote 


4 = 
- 1 


T might be juſtly look'd upon as a fruitleſs Labour, 


ny] 


: 
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tidete to his Sermon, that the World and his own People 
may ſee, that he is miſtaken. | ; 
As for our parts, who are the Clergy of this Kingdom, 
we induſtriouſſy avoided all Controverſies of this Nature, 
and had no other Deſign than of living peaceably with our 
Diſſenting Brethren; and I ſhould "alt have appear'd in 
Publick on this Subject, had not our Church and Biſhops 
been thus unexpectedly Aſſaulted : One would have thought 
indeed, that all the Indulgence and Connivance, and Kind- 
nefſes which have been ſhewn to our Diſſenting Brethren, 
would have had a quite different Effect and Return from 
them, then to make them abuſe the Kindneſs and fly in 
the Face of their Superiours, and of thoſe Laws which are 
connived at, in order to make our Diſſenters eaſy : One 
would have thought that theſe mild Proceedings might 
have prevented their ſending out Miſſionaries about the 
Country to difturb the Peace of the Church, and to preach 
up Faction and Diviſion : It might have been expected at 
leaſt, that it would have prevented their Preaching and 
Writing againſt the Order of Biſhops. 

But that this has been the Return that they have made 
for our Kindneſſes, I need go no further for an Inſtance 
than Mr. B—s Ordination Sermon juft publiſhed, which 
he calls, The Office of a Scriptural Biſhop, (but how truly ſhall 


E -&. appear hereafter.) He promiſed, indeed, in the Preface 
* © to his firſt Volume of Sermons, to manage this Controver- 
* * ſy with that Clearneſs and Temper, that are genuine Charact- 


ers of the Wiſdom which is from Above ; which is, firft Pure 

then Peaceable : But I leave it to the Chriſtian Reader to 

judge how he has obſerved thoſe Characters either in his 

Sermon, or in that very Preface where he made ſo Chriſti- 

an a Profeffion : If he had kept to his Promiſe we ſhould 

not have had ſo many undecent Reflections on Biſhops and 

2 their Order; nay, on all who profeſs themſelves Members 

of the Epiſcopal Communion : We ſhould not then have 

| had our Biſhopricks branded with the odious Name ofPompous 

f Ordin. Serm. S̃ine-Cures, nor our Biſhops mark'd out as Unſcriptural and Scan- 

= , P8497.  dalous Non-Reſidents : We ſhould not then have had him Inſi- 
= = pag. 4x0. nuate that our Religion is Corrupt, for retaining and juſtifyin 
Þ facetothe that Form of Church-Government; nor irs Members term” 

* N. Vol. of Jegenerate Proteſtants and Enemies to the Reformed Religion: This 

ſeems to be no leſs than an uncharitable condemning of = 

the 


Mr. B- Ordination Sermon. 
the Churches in the World for 1500 Years after Chriſt, of 
Degeneracy and Corruption, and an Excluſion of all who are 
not of their own Perſwaſion, from that Purity which is ne- 
ceſſary to every good Chriſtian ; and I leave it once more 
to the World to judge, whether this be not very far from 
that Modeſty and peaceable Temper which Mr. B — Boaſts of; 
or whether it can ever agree with thoſe genuine Charact- 
ers of heavenly Wiſdom, which he has laid down in his 
Preface, as a Rule to walk y 6 

Mr. B—tells us, That if the Biſboprick the Apoſtle ſpeaks 
© of be the ſame thing that too many apprehend it to be 
© who moſt vehemently aſpire to it, viz. a Grand an 


= 


Serm. pag. 
406, 407. 


© Pompous Sine-Cure, a Domination over all the Churches and 


© Miniſters in a large Diſtrict, managed by others as his 


©* Delegates, but requiring lictle Labour of a Man's aa, g 
y 


© and all this ſupported by large Revenues, and attend 
* with conſiderable Secular Honours : He ſhould diſpair of 
being able to vindicate the Truth of the Saying. 

But T would ask Mr. B—,Who ever entertained this No- 
tion of Epiſcopacy ? and I deſire the Reader to judge whe- 
ther this be not a taxing our Church with what it was 
never guilty of? And then to conſider, how it agrees with 
that Purity and Peaceableneſs which the Apoſtle lays down as 
the genuine Marks of heavenly Wiſdom. He could not 
but know that we never make thoſe Temporal Dignities 
and Honours, which the Crown has been pleas'd to annex 
to every Biſhoprick, any Ingredient in our Notion of the 
Order; for tho we fay that it is not inconſiſtent for Biſhops 
to be great Men, to bear Rule, and keep "Temporal Courts, 
c. Yet all this worldly Grandeur is not neceſſary to that 
Character: So that I cannot ſee what Deſign Mr. B cou d 
have in telling the World, that this is the Notion of a Bi- 
ſhoprick they entertain of it, who moſt vehemently aſpire 


eep up the Diviſion among them: Juſt ſuch another Out 
againſt our Church, as Popery, Superſtition, & c. only to make us 
appear Monſtrous to the People,and by that means to keep 
the People from hearkening unto us: And is juſt ſuch ano- 
ther piece of Policy, as the Jews made uſe of againſt our 
Saviour, when e e his Miracles to Beelxebub, and 


would make him a Wine-Bibber _ Glutton, & c. only = 
2 et 


to it, unleſs it was to abuſe his Auditory and Readers, and 
give them wrong Notions of our Conſtitution, in order to 


James 3. 17. 


1 
A 4 


A Diſcourſe occaſioned by 


ſet the People againſt him; nay what is more ſtrange, we find 
there were ſome then who gave Credit to their Accuſation, 

T hope I ſhall avoid what I ſo juſtly Blame in Mr. B—: 
IT have given Him and his Cauſe, all the Conceſſions he 


could reaſonably ask, and therefore if at any time I ſeem 


to Expoſe him, I would deſire the Reader to impute it to 
the Weakneſs of Mr. B—'s Cauſe : For thus it always did 
and muſt happen to all Men who will undertake to defen 

a Cauſe, which cannot, will not be-defended : Thus it 
happened to the great Grotius upon this very Occaſion, for 
while he was endeavouring to defend Presbytery, he was 


forced to Argue againſt it, and to eſtabliſh Epiſcopacy to all 


Cap. 11.ScR&, 
S. Cc. 


Intents and Purpoſes, as any one may ſee, that will read 
his Book, De imperio Summarum poteſtatum circa ſacra. 
Having thus laid down theſe neceſſary Precautions and 


Obſervations, I will now proceed and conſider the mean 


Scope of Mr. B—'s Sermon ; which is to prove that the 
Scripture Notion of Biſhop and Presbiter is quite different 
from ours : That in the Scripture Senſe they are one and 
the ſame, and their Power equal. Now therefore, in or- 
der to make what I have to ſay upon this Subject, clear 
and evident to the meaneſt Capacity; I will proceed ac- 
cording to theſe Steps or Poſitions. t 

I. I will ſhew that Chriſt has inveſted the Rulers of the 


Church with ſome Power. | 


HI. That this Power was lodged by Chriſt in the Apo- 


ſtles, and their Succeſſors for ever. 


HI. That this Power was not equally diſtributed to all, 


but that ſome were inveſted with the whole Power, and 
in the firſt Age of the Church were call'd Apoſtles or An- 


gels, but afterwards Biſhops ; others were inveſted with 


55 of this Power only, and were in the times of the Apo- 
ſtles ſometimes called Biſhops, ſometimes Presbyters and El- 
ders, but afterwards only Presbyters or Elders, to diſtinguiſh 
them from the other Order which was Superior to them. 


TV. Iwill ſhew how inconcluſive all Mr. B—'s Argu- | 


ments or Objections are againſt this Doctrine. 


As for the firſt Poſition, viz. That Chriſt has inveſted 


the Rulers of the Church with ſome Power, I need ſay 
but little at preſent, becauſe Mr. B— and all other Chri- 


s do ac- 


ſtians, except a few Eraſtians, Hobbiſts, and T— 


knowledge it; But howeyer we may briefly conſider, 97 
. 0 > a 
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as Chriſt Jeſus had Power given him to form and conſti- 

tute a Church, ſo likewiſe did he make uſe of that Power, 

and founded a Society diſtinct from any Civil Society in 

the World: His Laws were independent on the Laws of 

Cæſar, for his Power was Spiritual, as he told Pilate, and 

that Society which he was going to erect (tho' it was di- 

ſtinct from, and ſhauld ſubſiſt for many Years, without 

the Favour and Protection, nay notwithſtanding all the 

Malice and Fury of the Civil Power) yet it ſhould do no 

Violence to the Government of Kings and Princes : And accord- 

ingly we read that the Chriſtian Church ſubſiſted by vertue 

of our Saviour's Inſtitution, 300 Years before it had any 

countenance from Human Laws, and therefore ſubſiſted 

by its own Power againſt all the Powers of the World. 
So that it is plain that the Chriſtian Society is in its own 

Nature diſtin from all other Societies, ſince it is founded 

on a Charter, and incorporated by a Law that is utterly 

diſtinct from the Charters and Laws of all Civil Societies. ! 

And ſo ſays our Learned Jackſon, To the Conſtitution Treat: of the 

© of an intire viſible Church, there is required (beſides CO” 

cc . . . . p.8.inthe 
Unity of Proteflion, or the Unity of Faith profeſs'd, or beginning. 

* of Moral Laws acknowledg'd) an Unity of Laws or 

* Ordinances Judicial, or an Unity of Diſcipline, of A- 

© ſtipulation or Obligement into a peculiar kind of 

„Power, before unuſual in other Societies or Corporati- 

* ons. In ſhort, Chriſt has given his Church. all that 

Power and Authority which is neceſſary for its. Preſerva- 

tion. For, ſays he to the Governors of it, As my Father John 20. 21. 

ſent me, ſo ſend I you Therefore whatever Power was ne- 

neſſary for the Rulers of his Church, that he gave them; 

and of conſequence thoſe Rulers muſt have a Divine 

Right to it, which is enough at preſent to fatisfie the firſt 

Step or Poſition. 


As for the ſecond, That this Power was lodged by II. Poſit, : 


Chrift in the Apoſtles, and their Succeſſors for ever, it 1s 
as undiſputed as the other, and therefore I ſhall be as 
brief upon it ; and indeed it manifeſtly appears from the 
whole Hiſtory of our Saviour: For he having laid the 
Foundation of his Church, and fulfilled his Miniſtry by 
laying down his Life for the Truth, he ordained others to 
continue the Government of the Church which he had fo 
well begun, till his ſecond coming. And that he 2 

eſtow 


8 A Diſcourſe occaſioned by 
beſtow this Eccleſiaſtical Power to all his Followers in 
eneral is evident, becauſe we plainly find, that he him- 
elf makes a Diſtinction, and gives a 238 Commiſ- 
Matt. 28. 19. ſion to his Apoſtles to Go and Teach all Nations, Baptizing 
them in the Name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy 
Gh. It was to them he directed his Diſcourſe, when he 
John 20. 21, ſaid, As my Father ſent me, ſo ſend I you. It was on them he 
— Breathed, and ſaid unto them, Receive ye the Holy Gho#t, whoſe 
ſoever Sins ye remit the are remitted unto them, and whoſe ſcever 
Sins ye retain they are retained. It is therefore evident that 
all the Diſciples were not made Rulers and Governours, 
Luke 6. 13. for we are poſitively told, that Chri## called unto him hy 
Diſciples, and of them he choſe Twelve, whom alſo he named A- 
| Mark 3. 13, foſtles, And again it is ſaid, that He called unto him whom 
| 14, 15. he would (i. e. of his Diſciples) and ordained Twelve, that the 
= : ſhould be with him, and that he might ſend them forth to Preach, 
| and to have Power to heal Sickneſs, and to ca#t out Devils, Thus 
Matt. 10. 1. again we are told, that when he had called unto bim hs Twelve 
Diſciples, he gave them Pawer againit unclean Spirits, to caſt 
them out, and to heal all manner of Sickneſs, and all 
manner of Diſeaſe ; which makes it more than manifeſt, 
that all his Followers in general, were not veſted with 
Eccleſiaſtical Power and Auchoricy, | 
And as he thus addrefs'd himſelf to his Apoſtles in every 
Inſtance, and particularly ſpeaks to them, As my Father 
ſent me, ſo ſend I you : So this Commiſſion muſt neceſſarily 
imply a Power of ſending others into the Church, to ex- 
erciſe Rule and Authority, as he had ſent them; and there- 
fore he tells them he will be with them to the end of the 
World. This Commiſſion therefore of 1 others being 
originally granted to the Eleven Apoſtles (for there were 
no more immediately after Judas Apoſtacy and Death) 


| 
, 
| 
| 
| 
| 


of” ” 
Mark 16. 14, and to them only, as is evident from hs 7 to the E- 
. leven as they ſat at Meat, and renewing their Commiſſion, to 
— i Math 28. 18, go into the World, and to Preach the Goſpel, And again, Feſus 
*. 19. (after his Reſurrection) came unto the Eleven, and fpake unto 


them, Joying, All Power « given unto me in Heaven and Earth. 


* Go ye therefore, &c. This Commiſſion being originally 
T3 granted to them only, no others could have a Right to 
"*. grant it to any, and of conſequence this Power of the 
. Church can be granted to none, but by the Apoſtles, and 


by ſuch to whom the Apoſtles gave the ſame — | 
| | whic 
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which is to none but thoſe whom we call Miniſters of the 
Goſpel. | 
Koa never be imagined that the Apoſtles gave this 
Power to the whole Body of the People ; becauſe we al- 
ways find it limitted to ſele& Perſons, and that by Special 
Orders from the Apoſtles. For they having Preached the Acts 14. 22, 
el at Derbe, Lyſtra, Iconium and Antioch, confirming 23: 
the Souls of the Diſciples, and exhorting them to continue in the 
Faith, &c. They ordained them Elders in every Church, 8c. 
And to theſe, as the Stewards of God, they gave the Care 
and Charge of the Church, as _—_ when St. Paul called 
together the Elders of the Church at Epheſas, to whom he 
renews his Command, that they rake heed. to all the Flock over Acts 20. 28. 
which the Holy Gho#t had made them Overſeers. And he parti- 
cularly charges the other Members of the Church ro Sub. Heb. 13. 17. 
mit to, and Obey them, From all which it is evident that 
the Power of the Church was lodged by Chriſt in the A- 
poſtles, and their Succeſſors for ever. And therefore, 
lince the Apoſtles beſtow'd no Eccleſiaſtical Authority on 
their Succeſſors, but what they firſt receiv'd from Chriſt : 
Whoever ſucceed them in this Authority are rightly ſaid 
to hold it from Chriſt, and their Office to be Fure Divino: 
So that every part of that Authority which the Apoſtles 
and their Succeſſors derive from Chriſt, muſt bear the 
ſame Image and vapar cn not — the Preaching 
of the Goſpel, and the A iniſtration of the Sacraments, 
but the Power alſo of Ordaining, Governing, Cenſur- 
ing, Cc. are all of the ſame Heavenly Extract: And of 
conſequence, if it appears that the Apoſtles in conſtituting 
Miniſters of the Goſpel, gave not only the Power of 
Spe) and Adminiſtring the Sacraments, but the 
Power alſo of Ordination, and of the Keys, to ſome, 
ſuch as we now call Biſhops ; and part of this Power 
only to others, ſuch as we call Presbyters ; it will be- 
manifeſt, that theſe Biſhops may be ſaid as truly to derive 
their} Power from Chriſt, as Presbyters, who receiv'd a 
part only of the Apoſtles Power ; nay, if there be any 
ifference in the Origine of the Power, the Advantage 
muſt certainly be on their ſide who have received the 
whole Plenitude of the Churches Power. a 
This, I know, is the Point in Diſpute between us and 
the Presbvterians, who ſay, that the whole 3 
| ower 


8 


III. Poſit. 
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Power deſcended equally on all who were Ordain'd Mini- 
ſters of the Goſpel ; and therefore to make this Matter as 
clear as poſſible, I will proceed to my third Poſition, 
which is to prove that this Eccleſiaſtical Power was nor 
equally Jiſtribured to all, but that ſome were inveſted with 
the whole Power, and in the firſt Age of the Church 
were called Apoſtles or Angels, but afterwards Biſhops : 
Others were inveſted with part of -that Power only, and 
in the time of the Apoſtles were called ſometimes Biſhops, 
ſometimes Presbyters, but afterwards only Presbyters, to 
diſtinguiſh them from the other Order which was Superior 
to them. | | 

That there was a Superior governing Order among the 
Miniſters of the Goſpel, and that the Presbyters were but 
of the lower Rank, 1s ſo evident from the Practice of the 
Church for 1500 Years, that it is to be wonder'd how it 
ſhoutd ever after be called in Queſtion. But however, ſince 
this is the chief Controverſie between us and our Diſſent- 
ing Brethren, ſince this is what they ſometimes call in our 
Church Antichriſtian and Abominable, and ſince this is 
made the Foundation of their Unchriſtian and ground- 
leſs Diviſion, I ſhall endeavour to make it appear that 
this was the very Government which our Saviour ap- 
pointed in his Church, and which the Apoſtles and their 
Succeſſors exactly obſerved and continued; and therefore 
to oppoſe ſuch a Form of Government as this, mult be 


Vnſcriptural. | 
Now then, to prove the Propoſition, we muſt conſider 


that there never was any Church of. God's Appointment, 


but had Degrees of Governing Officers ; and therefore we 
read in the Jewiſh Oeconomy three Orders of Conſecrated 
Perſons, who were to reſide in and manage the Affairs of 
the Temple, viz. the High-Prieft, the Prieſts, and the 
Levites : And as the Chriſtian Church was to ſucceed the 


Jewiſh ; nay, was really no more than the Jewiſh Church 


Spiritualized, and brought from under its Types and Shadows, 
It is but reaſonable to think that our Saviour would keep 
as many of thoſe Inſtitutions as were conſiſtent with his 
Deſign, and the Liberty of the Goſpel : for ſhould he 
have aboliſhed every part of that Conſtitution, when 


| ſome of it might, without any Inconvenience have been 


continued in the Chriſtian Church, it would have ls 
juſtiy 
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juſtly looked upon by the Jews as an open Affront to that 
God who had appointed the Jewiſh Oeconomy, and 
would have been to the Jews a very great Prejudice 
againſt the Religion of the ever Bleſſed Jeſus. 

Our Saviour therefore who came not to deſtroy, but 
to fulfil the Law, came alſo to fulfil and perfect, but not 
to deffroy the Jewiſh Church; and accordingly we find 
that the principal of the Jewiſh Uſages were continued 
in the Chriſtian Church after they had been purg'd and 
purified from the 2 Superſtitions. Thus their Ba 
tiſm was continued, to ſignifie our Regeneration by Chriſt: 
Thus are our Excommunications no more than theirs conti- 
nued ; and the Chriſtian Ordination by Impoſition of 
Hands, 4s plainly derived from theirs : And therefore, as 


they had an High-Prieſt, ſo likewiſe had the Chriſtian . 
Church in the Perſon of Chriſt ; and as there were Prieſts - 


and Levites under the High-Prieſt in the Jewiſh Oecono- 
my, ſo likewiſe did our High-Prieft Chriſt Jeſus conſti- 
ture in his Church his Twelve Apoſtles and Seventy 
' Diſciples. + 

In our Saviour's Life-time therefore, we manifeſtly find 
three diſtinct Orders of Conſecrated Perſons ; and Chriſt 


Jeſus himſelf, who is called by St. Peter, the Shepherd and I. Pet 2. 25. 


Biſhop of our Souls, was the Biſhop of the Chriſtian 
Church, his Twelve Apoſtles were Preachers and Rulers 
immediately under him ; and his Seventy Diſciples, an 
Order inferior to them ; for though he ordained Twelve 
'Apoſtles, and ſent out Seventy Diſciples, to whom he 
gave diſtin Commiſſions, to Preach and Baptize, and 
work Miracles, yet he executed the whole Legiſlative 
Power and Epiſcopal Authority in his own Perſon, and 
gave no Power to any to Ordain or Send, or Commiſſion o- 
thers, till after his Reſurrection. 

Then indeed, a little before he aſcended into Heaven, 
he enlarged the Commiſſion of his Apoſtles, and gave 
them Authority to Rule and Govern his Church in his 
ſtead, and to Ordain and Send others into the Vineyard, 
as he had ſent them, for a perpetual Succeflion to. the 
World's End. *Tis now he ſays unto them, As my Fathey 
ſent me, ſo .ſend I you ; and promiſes to be with them to the 
End of the World. Tis now he breaths on them, ſaying, 


Receive ye the Holy Ghoft : And = after their receiving” * 
| | | the 


As 6. 6. 


Acts 15. 4. 
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the Holy Ghoſt on the Day of Pentecoſt, that they firſ; 
began to Settle and Form a Church, to Rule and Govern 
it. It was now, and not before, that they offered to 


Ordain others, according to their ſecond Commiſſion 


from their Maſter, and that with reference both to Pref. 
byters and Deacons ; as for Deacons, we are told, that 
the Diſciples having choſen Seven Eminent Perſons, ſet them 
before the Apoſtles, to receive Impoſition of their Hands. And 
thus too, we are told, They ordained them Elders in every City, 
And we are ſure that theſe Elders were diſtinguiſhed, as 
well from the Apoſtles, as from Common Believers : For 
we are told that when St. Pau! and Barnabas. had been ſent 
from Antroch to Feruſalem by the Eleven, they were received 
of the Church (i. e. all the Believers there) and of the Apoſtles 
and Elders, | | 550 | 
Since therefore it is evident, that the Apoſtles did not 
begin to exerciſe any Juriſdiction over the Church till 
they had received a ſecond Miſſion from their Maſter 
Chriſt Jeſus : And fince by their firft Commiſſion, they 
were impowered to perform all the. Offices of that Order 
of Men in the Church, who are now called Presbyters, viz. 
Preach and Baprize and remit Sins, &c. it is plain, even 
to a Demonſtration, that they received ſome new Power 
by this ſecond Miſſion which they had not before. Ti; 
now their Commiſſion was enlarged,” and ey were ſent 
with all that Power which was neceffary for the preſerva- 
tion of the Church: For as my Father ſent me, ſo 25A T you, 
with the whole Eccleſiaſtical Power, whereas you had but 
part of it before. So that we find by what I have ſaid on 
this Argument, in the firſt place, by Gods own expreſs 
Appointment, three diſtinct Orders of Conſecrated Per- 
ſons in the Jewiſn Church. Secondly, We find that 
Chriſt fixed and ſettled the ſame Form of Government in 
his Church, though under different Names. Thirdly, We 
ſee that he gave his Apoſtles no other Commiſſion than 
of doing as he had done in this particular; and of conſe- 
28 ave them a Command to ſettle for ever three 


diſtin Orders of Church-Officers under the Gofpel Oeco- 


nomy, as they ſaw he had done before them; and if they 
had not followed his Example, they would not have ated 
according to their Commiſſion : Which is, I think, no 
weak Argument for the Divine Right of Epifcopacy. 1 

. | a 
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The reaſon why the Sn after their ſecond Miſſion, 
and their receiving the Holy Ghoſt did not call themſelves 
High-Prieſts, was becauſe there could be but one High- 
Prieft who could make an expiation for our Sins: The Apo- 
ſtles could not become our Redeemers,nor offer themſelves 
up for the Sins of the People as Chriſt did; therefore they 
contented themſelves with the Name which had been giv- 
en them by Chrift himſelf of Meffengers, 42a, becauſe 
they were immediately ſent by him. — And thoſe who 
ſucceeded them in their Authority, would not be called 
arb, becauſe they were not ſent ſo immediately from 
Chriſt, nor had they all thoſe miraculous Gifts, which the 
Apoſtles had: Out of Modeſty therefore, they took on them 
the Name of Biſbops, a Name which they had, before they 
receiv d the Supreme Eccleſiaſtical Power in the Church 
of Chriſt, and which had been common to every Presby- 
ter. This is the very Reaſon that Ambroſe in his Ci 


Luke 6. 13. 


taries on his Epiſtles to Timothy, (as he is quoted by Sal- De Primatu. 
matins) gives, why the Names Bifhop and Presbyter that page 40. 


were promiſcuoully. uſed in the time of the Apoſtles, were 
afterward diſtinguiſhed. ©* The Bleſſed Apoſtles,/ays be, de- 
* ceaſing, thoſe that were ordain'd to Preſide over Church- 
*es after them, could not be equall'd to thoſe firſt, nor 
* attain the like gift of Miracles, but appearing inferiour 
*to them in many other Things, thought it not Decent to 
challenge to themſelves the Name of Apoſtles; and here- 
upon they divided the Names, and left them, (i. e. the 
** Inferiour Order of the Clergy) the Name of Presbyters, and 
_ * the Others (i. e. thoſe who Preſided ) were ſtiled Biſhops : 
And theſe were endued with the Power of Ordaining, that 
they might know themſelves to be ſet over the Church- 
des in the fulleſt right, From that time Presbyters were 
ſeldom or never call'd Biſhops : So that if we run through 
all the firſt Writers of the Church, after the Apoſtles, we 
ſhall find that they take abundance of care to diſtinguiſh 
between the Names of Biſhop and Presbyter, and never 
give the Name of Biſhop but to the higheſt Order of the 

hurch, nor that of Presbyter, but to the Second, This 
is a Diſtinction I would deſire the Reader carefully to ob- 
ſerve, becauſe upon the community of the Names, Biſhop 
and Presbyter in Scripture, depend moſt of the Arguments 


of the Presbyterians ; For we are willing to grant all this, 
| | C2 becaule 


Lo 
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becauſe it is not the diſtin#ion of Names, but of the Office 
which we contend for, and if they will have thoſe of a 
Superionr Order from Presbyters, call'd Apoſtles or Angels 
or any other Name whatſoever, and the Presbyters call 
Biſhops, as they ſometimes were in the Apoſtles Days, we 
ſhall be very well ſatisfied, provided they will acknow- 
ledge three different Orders, and continue their Unchri- 
ſtian Seperation no longer, upon ſo ſlender. and weak a 
Sophiſm. | 
This therefore being evident that there were three di- 
{tin& Orders of Church Officers, when our Saviour was a- 
live ; and that he conſtituted the Apoſtles to officiate in 
His ſtead, after he had left the World: Let us next en- 
| quire how theſe Apoſtles left the Church ; whether the 
| ' alſo conſtituted Single Perſons with the whole Eccleſiaſti- 
| cal Power, and others with Part of it only, or whether 
| as the Presbyterians would perſwade us, they bequeathed 
| this Eccleſiaſtical Power equally to the whole Body of Pres- 
| | byters, without any Diſtinction or Superiority of one a- 
| bove another. | 
| Now the Anſwer to this Enquiry might be brought toa ve- 
| ry ſhort iſſue, if we ſaid, that the Apoſtles could not by ver- 
tue of their Commiſſion, let this Authority fall (like Gavel- 
kind Eſtates) equally among all Presbyters; becauſe our 
Saviour, Himſelf, had not done it, but Inſtituted another 
Form of Government, and by His Example taught them 
to continue it for ever, when he was aſcended into Hea- 
ven: This was certainly their Commiſſion, and that they 
did not abuſe it, but followed the Example, and anſwer'd 
the Deſign of our Bleſſed Saviour in this Particular; I will 
now endeavour to convince every impartial Enquirer. 
1 In order therefore to make this evident, we muſt conſi- 
( der that when the Apoſtles had founded a Church in a 
2 City, and had conſtituted Elders there for the ſupply of 
4 | the neceſſary and ordinary Offices of the Cure, they re- 
ſerv'd the Rule and Government of them to themſelves, 
as long as they ſaw it convenient. Thus we are told that 
ſome Years after Paul and Barnabas had preached the Goſ- 
pel, and had ordained them Elders in every Church, Paul 
„Ads 15. 36. [aid unto Barnabas let us go again, and viſit our Brethren in every 
- City, where we have preached the Word of the Lord, and fee how 


they do, (i, e.) how they have advanced in the knowledge 
0 
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of Chriſt. This was the Order which the Apoſtles con- 

ſtantly obſerved, and after they had made them ſeveral 

Viſits, they then began to think of their own Mortality, and 

ſince the numbers of Believers increas'd in all places, leſt 

they ſhould ſuddenly be ſnatch'd away ; and ſo the Church, 

for want of Perſons who had power to Ordain, ſhould be 

deſtitute of Clergy, they inveſted this Power in ſome 

ſingle Perſons of every Church, and appointed them to 

Rule and Govern with the ſame Authority as they had 

done, and to ordain others for the ſame purpoſe, to all 

ſucceeding Generations: But leſt this ſhould be thought 

only gratis dictum, and ſaid without Proof, I will make it 

evident beyond all Contradiction, by ſeveral Inſtances : 

For beſides, that it can never be imagined that the Apo- 

ſtles wou'd immediately abuſe that Power which Chriſt had 

given them, _ #6 | | 

It is agreed on by all, that the Apoſtles were Superior 

both in Order and Power to the Elders, Biſhops, or Pres- 

byters, as they were taken for one another: And the | 

Presbyterians confeſs that thoſe which the Scripture calls | 

Evangeliſts, were employ'd by the Apoſtles to do thoſe | 

things which common Presbyters could not: And particu- 

larly Mr. B— acknowledges in his Ordination Sermon, germ.preack. 

* That the Scriptures, do indeed, ſuppoſe theſe Scriptu- on ſeveral 

* ral Biſhops (meaning Presbyters) to have been under the Subjects, pag. 

direction of the Apoſtles, and thoſe Evangeliſts whom 418. 

they employ'd in the Settlement of the Churches they 

* Planted. And again, tis granted that the Apoſtles did Pag. 427. 

© exerciſea general Superintendency over all the Church- 

* esthey Planted; and that the Evangeliſts were employ d 

by them, as their Aſſiſtants therein. N 
2 


Now therefore, if the Apoſtles, according to their Com- 
miſſion, Ordain'd others with Power and Authority over 
the Presbyters, to reſide in particular Churches, and whom 
they alſo called Apoſtles, it will then be evident accord- 
ing to the Presbyterians own Confeſſion, that there were 
ſuch Superintending Officers in every Church: The truth 
of this might be made out from Evedius and Linus, who were 
left by the Apoſtles, the one at Antioch, the other at Rome, 
with a peculiar Power over thoſe Churches, to Ordain, to 
Rule, and to Cenſure them, according to the accoutrit of 
the firſt Fathers of the Church. I could alſo mention Epa- 


phroditus, 
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phroditus whom the fame Fathers call the Biſhop of Phi//;r; | 
Philip 2. 25. and expreſly ſtiled by St. Paul, their Apoſtle, I ſuppoſed it ne- 
ceſſary, ſays he, to ſend unto you Epaprhoditus' my Brother and 
companion in Labcur, and fellow Soldler, but your Apoſtle, edc 
It is indeed render'd in our Engliſh Tranſlation, Meſſen- 
ger, but without any good reaſon, for according to Ther- 
dorets Comment On che Text, iru⁰ναονανενιονν btteroiew tmeTireu), 
zu bn T&Hmyagiae, (i. e.) he Was entruſted with Epiſco- | 
I pal Government, being call'd Biſhop; But becauſe I de- 
| tign to confine my ſelf intirely to the Holy Scriptures, and 
to that part of them which will admit of no Diſpute ; 1 
| will at this time wave theſe Inſtances. 
And the firſt Inſtance I will inſiſt on, ſhall be that of 
St. James, who: was certainly the Apoſtle, or in our mo- 
dern Dialect, the Biſnop of Feraſalem: For if he was not 
one of the Twelve, as Dr. Scot, and a great many learn'd 
Men think, then it is plain, that he had a Superiority o- 
ver the Elders of Feruſalem, and is therefore ſtiled by st. 
* Gal. 1. 19. Paul an Apoſtle, and of conſequence we have one of that 
Character planted in this City, to reſide there, diſtinct 
from the Twelve: Apoſtles: And becauſe of his early 
Ne to that See, St. Ferom calls him the Thirteenth 
Apottle. TH 7 
But if he was one of the Twelve, as Hooker, Dr. Cave, and 
ſeveral others think, then it is evident, he was fix'd in that 
City by the other Apoſtles to Rule and Govern, and Ordain 
Hier. de in Feruſalem. Thus ſays one of the Fathers, Facobus qui 
_ * appellatur frater Domini, coguomento Fuſtus, ſtatim ab Apoſtolis 
Lb > > 4 "* Hieroſolimorum Epiſcopus Ordinatus eff, And fo ſays Enſebins 
| to the ſame purpoſe. Upon which, the Judicious Hoc ſer 
( Eccleſ poli. has this Obſervarion. That the Conſecration of James 


lib. y. cir. init. Biſhop of Jeruſalem to that Mother See of the World, 
* © becauſe it was not meet, that it ſhould at any time be 
* — *© left void of ſome Apoſtle, doth ſeem to be the very 
| *© cauſe of St. Paul's miraculous Vocation, to make up the 
*© number of the Twelve again, for the gathering of Na- 
tions abroad, even as the Martyrdom of the other James, 
© the reaſon why Barnabas in his ſtead was called. 
But however, whether he was one of the Twelve, or 
5 whether he was ſome other Conſecrated upon this Occa- 
ſion, this we are ſure of, that he was a fix'd Apoſtle, and 
had the Preheminence in the Church of Feruſalem. Ln 
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Mr. B— allows in the Appendix to his Sermon, but ausg. 
rels mightily with an unknown Author whom he attacks 
(and whoſe Book I confeſs I never ſaw, and therefore will 
not pretend to juſtifie) becauſe he degrides St. Fames from Serm. pag. 
his Apoſtolical Dignity to make a Diocefan Biſhop of him. 417-, . 
© Which, as he ſays in his Sermon, is to conſult the extent 
- *© of the Apoſtolical Office ale as in our modern 
Language he would confult the Dignity of 4 Dioceſan 
5 8 ſhould entitle him thè Curate of a Country 
illage. | 755 8 5 

Now” in Anſwer to this Objection „e ſay that ho- 
ever had the Power of Or ination, nfirmation, And Su- 
preme Juriſdiction, were ih thoſe Days. call'd Apoſtles, 
whether they were fix'd or Iimitted to any particular Dio- 
ceſs or not; for that does no way alter the Spiritual Pow- | 
er and Juriſdiction, which is the ſame in all places: As 
for Example, A Biſhop is a Biſhop of the whole Chutch 
of Chriſt, and the limitation of his Power to a'pafticu ar 
Diſtrict, is wholly owing, to Compact and Agreement, for 
the avoiding of the Di De fer which might otherwiſe hap- 
pen: This was the Reaſon why St. Pau! confined himſelf to 
the Gentiles, and St. Peter to the Jews, without any dimi- 
nution or lefſening of their Power: And. if St. Paul, after 
all his tedious and hazardous Journies in planting of hrs 3 
es and propogating the Goſpel among the Geneles,. had 
ſat down and reſided at any of them, it would have been 
very far, either from a degradation of Him, or a diſparage- 
ment to his Order and Dignity, for he would ſtill. have 
had the ſame Power and Authority as before : In ſhort, it 
ſeems pretty plain to me, that the Apoſtolical Office Was, 
what we now call Epiſcopal, and the Epiſcopal, Apo- 
ſtolical, both of them confiſting in the Supreme, Spiritu- 
al Government of the Church: For as Theodoret, ſpeaking 
of the firſt times, expreſſes it, Thoſe which we after call'4 B;- Theod.onthe 
ſhops, were then called Apoſtles : So that really an Apoſtle was =—_ to the 
a moving Biſhop to Found Churches, and a Biſhop, a ſet- 
tled Apoſtle to Govern them. ET OY 

A ſecond Inſtance ſhall be that of Timothy, who was cer- 
tainly left by St. Paul at Epheſus, (in his laſt Journey he 
made to viſit the Churches) as their fix'd and ſettled Biſhop, 
with a Preheminence, and Epiſcopal or Apoſtolical-Au- 
thority over the Elders and Church of Epbeſus, Which was 
not 


— 
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not common to the Body of the Presbytery: For we are 
ſure, that Timothy had a peculiar Charge given by St. Pan, 
1 Tim. 4. 11. not only over the Laity to command, and teach them, but alſo 
over the Elders and Presbyters, as appears, when he is 
1 Tim. 5, 17, commanded to exerciſe Juriſdiction over them, to receive Ac- 
18, 19, 205 21. euſations againſt them, and if he found them Guilty to pur 
them to an open ſhame; and all this, with that impartiality 
as becomes a Chriftian Judge, without preferring one before a= 
nother. And as for his Ordination of others he is charged 
particularly, to lay Hands ſuddenly on no Man: And what 
makes this Power the more remarkable, is, that it was gi- 
ven him after many. Elders had been conſticuted in $i 
Church of Epheſus, Now therefore, it is evident, that 7ims- 
thy had a Power Superior to the reſt of the Elders of that 
City. For if the whole Power of the Church had been 
lodged in the Body of Presbyters, to what purpoſe ſhou'd 
he only be exhorted not to receive an Accuſation againſt 
an Elder, unleſs atteſted by two or three Witneſſes, if he 
himſelf was but, one of the whole Body ? Or to what pur- 
poſe ſhould St. Paul befeech him ſo earneſtly to abide there, 
and give only to him, fuch particular Directions about Or- 
dinations, if he cou'd do no more in it than any one cf 
the Body of the Presbytery? And if they could have Or- 
dain'd Without him, it they had been in poſſeſſion of the 
whole Eccleſiaſtical Power, it would have been an Affront 
and an Encroachment on their Juriſdiction and Power, to 
have ſet any one over them, as their fix*d and conſtant Govern- 
our, to do that which they themſelves had Power to do: 
So that let Timothy be an Evangeliſt, or an extraordinary 
Officer, when he was St. Paul's en and Aſſiſtant, or 
7 what ever elſe Mr. B— and the Presbyterians will pleaſe to 
5 have him, this we are ſurè of, that the Elders or Presbyters 
of Epheſus, cou d not Ordain Elders, nor exerciſe this Eccleſi- 
aſtical Power and Juriſdiction of themſelves ; and therefore 
Was Timothy left among them, as their fix'd and ſettled Bi- 
ſmop and Governour for the time to come, which is ſuffi- 
cient for our purpoſe, to ſhew that mere Presbyters were 
not indued with .the whole Plenitude of Eccleſiaſtical 


12. 


. 
— 
* 


Power. | 
The laft Inſtance I ſhall mention is, the Superority of 
c Titus over the Elders of the Church of Crete, for he was 


left there by St. Paul as their fix d and ordinary Wer Ie 
e DINE | he | SPIE uler, 
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Ruler, to ſer in order the things that were wanting, and to Ore Tit. 1. . 


dain Elders in every City. By which it appears he had ſome 


Power confer'd on him, and particularly that of ordain- 


ing Elders, puniſhing obſtinate Offenders with the Cen- 


ſures of the Church, &c. which the Presbyters that were 


there before, had not. From whence it is evident that St. 


£ 


Paul made Timothy and Titus ſettled Governours of the Tim. 2. rg. 


Churches of Epheſus and Crete, and placed them over the 
Presbyters of thoſe Churches ; with ſuch Power and Au- 
thority as Biſhops now Claim, by that Commiſſion — 
they derive from Chriſt: As for the Temporal Power an 


Juriſdiction which they derive from the Crown, it is no- 


thing to Mr. B—'s purpoſe ; for the Authority they claim 
from Chriſt, is Spiritual, the ſame which Timothy and 77 
tus had over the Clergy and People of Crete and Epheſws, af- 
ter they were fix'd and ſettled in thoſe Places, as their Bi- 
ſhops and Governours. | ei 

The force and light of this Truth is ſo ſtrong and bright, 
that the Presbyterians themſelves cannot but acknowledge 


A 


Firſt Paper 
{ent to the 
King inthe 


a ſingular Authority, as to ſome things, namely as to Or- Ile of Hiebe, 
daining of Presbyters and Deacons, and exerciling Cen- 0#0.3d.p.3.7. 


ſures over Presbyters and others, to have been given to 
Timothy and Titus, which was not given to all other Pres- 
byters of the Epheſian and Cretan Churches, which is all 
that we deſire or contend for. For if the Presbyters had 
not the Power of Ordaining Others when Timothy and 7i- 


Second Pap. 


Juſ. Div. Mi- 


nis. Ang. p. 


71.72. 


tus were left among them, we deſire to know what Time 


after, they received their Commiſſion: For if they had no 
ſuch Power given them at their Firſt Ordination, they will 
hardly ever be able to prove, that the whole Body of Preſ- 
byters had a Second Ordination, whereby they were inveſ- 
ted with this Epiſcopal 3 ; and whatever they ſay 
to evade this Argument drawn from Timothy and Titus, is 
nothing but begging of the Queſtion, and after all they 
can ſay, it is ſuthcient for our purpoſe, that the Presbyters 
of thoſe Places cou'd not Ordain without them. 
All therefore I ſhall add more on this Particular, ſhall 
be from St. Fohn, who when he was in the Ile of Patmos a- 
bout the Year of our Lord 95 or 96; had a particular Reve- 
lation to write to the Seven Angels of the Seven Churches 
of Afia. Now it will be very evident to any impartial En- 
_ - quirer, that thoſe again > Were ſo many Single 155. 
| ons 


\ 


Rev. 2. and 
Chap. 3. 


AR. 20. 17. 


Rev. 1. 20. 
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ſons indued with that Power and Authority over theſe 


Churches, which we call Epiſcopal : For I think it is clear 
beyond all Contradiction, that they were Single Perſons, 
becauſe the Holv Ghoſt conſtantly repreſents them as ſuch: 
Thus he ſpeaks to the Angel of the Church of Epheſus, thus 
alſo to the Angel of the Church in Smyrna, thus alſo to the 
Angel of the Church of Thyatyra, and thus alſo to the reſt. 
Now it is undoubted there were many more Presbyters than 
One in each of theſe Single Churches : and the Scriptures aſ- 
ſure us, nay the Presbyterians acknowledge, that there were 
divers Presbyters in the Church of Epheſus, when St. Paul 
fent for them to come to Miletus to him ; therefore the 
Angel of that Church cannot be ſaid to be the Presbyter 
of that Church, becauſe there were many Presbyrers there, 
and but one Angel : And we never any where read the 
name of Angel given to the College ot Presbyters. 

And it is no leſs evident that theſe ſeven fingle Perſons 
whom the Apoſtle calls Angels, and likeneth to Seven Stars, 
were inveſted with that Power and Authority over theſe 
Churches, which we now call Epiſoepal : For they are par- 
ticularly call'd to an account for not exerciſing their Au- 
thority and Apoſtolical Juriſdiction not only over the Lai- 
ty, but the Clergy alſo. Thus is the Angel of the Church 
of Pergamns cenſured for ſuffering the Doctrine of Balaam, 
and the Nicolaitans to be held there : But now if every Pres- 
byter had an Independent Authority, how cou'd the Angel of 
this Church be blam'd in particular, for not cenſuring and 
puniſhing thoſe over whom he had no Power, or for not 
preventing the Heretical Opinion of thoſe, of whom he 
had no Cogniſance? And as for the Angel of 'Epheſms, he 
is particularly commended for ſearching and ning 
thoſe who pretended to be Apoſtles, and to have Power an 
Authority, to Preach without a Commiſſion : Which com- 
mendation plainly denotes a Supreme Power of Tryal and 


Conviction. 


And that this Power was Epiſcopal, according to our 
Notion of it, is farther evident from all the Writers of the 
firſt Times, who give us a particular account of thoſe Single 
Perſons, who preſided over and governed thoſe Churches, 
as might be made as clear as the Sun, if we would examine 


| the firſt Records of the Church: Bur becauſe 1 deſign to 


follow Mr. B—'s Example, and confine my ſelf to * 
2 * 


— 
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ly 8 I ſhall defer ſuch Proofs from Antiquity till 
J. B. denies, or is pleas'd to call for them. And I think, 
what I have offer'd from the Sacred Oracles of GOD may 
be ſufficient to convince any impartial, unbials'd Reader, 
of the Divine. Right of that Form of Church Government 
which we call Epiſcopal. I paſs on therefore to my fourth IV. Poſir, 
and laſt Step or Poſition, which is to ſhew how inconclu- * 
ſive all Mr. B—'s Arguments or Objections are againſt this 
Doctrine: And my task, will I hope, be ſo much eaſier 
for haring ſhewn upon how ſolid a Foundation Epiſcopa- 
Cc 8 2 | | | | | 
7 here are two forts of Arguments by which Mr. B— at- 
tempts to eſtabliſh Presbytery, and deſtroy the Hierarchy 
of the Church; the firſt taken from the community of the 
Name Biſhop and Presbyter in Scripture, the ſecond taken 
from the Power of Ordination, which, he ſays, was in 
the hands of the Presbytery. Wo Wy the! 
The firft ſort of Arguments which F. B. brings to efta- Mr. B--sSer- 
 bliſh Presbytery, and deſtroy Epiſcopacy, is taken from gat; 9n var. 
the promiſcuous uſe of the word Biſhop and Presbyter in 6 FE... 
Holy Writ, and from thence, without any reaſon, he con- a 
cludes that not only their Names, but their Offices alſo were 
always the ſame, and that there was no Superiour Order 
over the Presbyters in the times of the Apoſtles: And this 
he thinks he Proves by ſeveral Inſtances from Scripture. 
Now, tho”, I think, I have already Proved that there 
was a Superiour Order to Presbyters in the Apoſtles times; 
and could immediately put an end to all F. B. has ſaid on 
this Argument, by granting that the Names Presbyter and 
Biſhop were uſed promiſcuouſly to denote the ſecond Or- 
der of the Clergy inthe Apoſtles Days; and that the Supe- 
riour Order which we now call Biſhops, were then called 
Apoſtles or Angels, and that I do not contend for the 
Name, but the Thing ; yet I will defer it a little longer 
{ becauſe I ſhould otherwiſe cut off two Thirds at leaſt of 
what Mr. B— has to ſay on this Subject, ] and apply it as 
I think moſt proper to his particular Inſtances. 
The firſt Inſtance therefore which he produces, is that Sermon page 
noted Paſſage, as he calls it, of the Acts of the Apoſtles : 408. 
where we read, That the Apoſtle Paul haſtening to Fe- Ads 20. 16, 4 
Vs ruſalem, Where he delign'd, if poſſible, fo. be at the Day of 17. 25, 3 2 
<c , * 
- ©. \Pemtecoſt,, ſent from Miletus 5 Epheſus, and call the 2 
2 | 0 ' mn 
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* of the Church, And theſe Elders he exhorts at Verſe 28. 
© to take heed to themſelves and to all the flock, over which the 
Holy Gho#t had made them Biſhops, to feed the Church of GOD 
* which he had purchaſed with his own Blood. 

Well now, what is it that F. B. wou'd Prove from this? 

Why, “ That the ſame Perſons were in Scripture called 
8 tf. 409 * indifferently Elders and Biſhops : Biſhops from their 
Office of inſpecting and feeding} the Flock, and El- 

ders from their Age and Authority. 

But ſuppoſe we ſhonld deſire F. B. to prove that none of 
the Biſhops of Aſia were called to Miletus, that none but 
barely the Presbyters of Epbeſus were there, he can have 
nothing but very uncertain Conjectures for his Aſſertion, 
and thoſe too, againſt the expreſs Teſtimony of the Primi- 
tive Fathers: And I leave the Chriſtian Reader to judge 
which is rather to be depended on 'for the proof of fuct a 

4 Matter of Fact, Mr. E— or thoſe who lived ſo near the 
Lib. 3.cap.14. Apoſtles. Thus St. Treneus, (who was made Biſhop of H- 
ons, about the Year of Chriſt 189, and who was deſerved- 
Tert. adv. va- Iy ſtil'd by Tertullian, Omnium Docirinarum curioſiſſimus exple. 
Eur cap. 5. Prator, The moſt curious Searcher into all kinds of Doctrines) 
_— olitively affirms that St. Paul called both Biſhops and Pres- 
Incatalo: byters from Epheſus. And St. Ferom himſelf teſtifies, that 
there were ſeveral Biſhops in Aſia, in the Apoſtles times. 

But does not the Text ſay, He ſent to Epbeſus, and call'd 

the Elders of the Church? It does. But does it from thence 
follow that he call'd the Elders of no other Church in A- 

| fa? By no means, For his Addreſs to them, does plainly 
intimate the contrary, when he appeals to them all among 

Acts 20. 18. whom he had been for three Years, concerning the innocerce of 

| his Life and Converſation, When they were ceme to him, he ſaid 

unto them, ye kniw'from the firſt Day that I came into Aſia, af- 
. ter what manner I have been with you at all Seaſons, And again, 

. Now beheld, I know that ye all among hom I have been preaching 
the Kingdom of GOD, ſhall ſee my Face no more. From whence 
it ſeems very clear that this Speech was addrefs'd to all 
thoſe of Aſia among whom he had preach'd the Kingdom 

of GOD. And 1 hope F. B. will own that it was to more 
: than to the Church of Epbeſur. But in anſwer to this, he 
Serm. pag. tells us, That his haſte in going to Feruſalem-would not 
£ 499, 41% © permit the ſending to all the Parts of Aſia, to gather to- 
* gether ſo many Biſhops in the modern Senſe, 1 
13 m 
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ce him at Miletus, unleſs we ſuppoſe the greateſt part of 

ce them to have deen Scandalous Non-reſidents, and to have 
cc learn'd the Modern Practice, &c. 

But now (to paſs by his unhandſome Reflections in re- 
lation to Non-reſidence) how does Mr. B know 
what he affirms 2 How does he know but that the other 
Biſhops of Aſia had notice of St. PauPs coming to Epheſus, 
as he deſign'd, and that they met there to receive ſome ne- 
ceſſary Directions for the management of the Affairs of 
the Church, and to take their laſt fare wel of him? This 
I think is no improbable Suppoſition, and then I hope, the 
Scandale of Non-reſidence, as he calls it, will be taken off: 

For Mr. B— would think it very hard Meaſure to be tax'd 
with the ſame Scandal, if he were ſent for to Britain 
about ſome neceſſary Affairs of the Church; and I am ſure 7 
the ſame Inſinuation looks very ill, to ſay no worſe of it 
with relation to our modern Biſhops ; for when any neceſ- 
ſary Buſineſs either of the Church or State, or of their 
Own, calls them, they may lawfully be abſent from their 
Charge, without ſo uncharitable, and unchriſtian an Inſi- 

nuation. 

But F. B. tells us again, That it could not be the El- Serm. p. 416. 
ce ders of the ſeveral Churches, becauſe it is only ſaid he | 
© called for the Elders of the Church in the ſingular Num- 

* her, not of the Churches in the Plural. 2 
And pray what then? E it any impropriety to ſay, he 
ſent for the Elders of the Church, in general Terms, tho 
there were many Biſhops of. particular Churches at that 
time aſſembled in Epheſus, for the Reaſons I juſt now men- 
tioned 2 The Text does not “ expreſly ſay that the Apo- Serm. p. 309. 
* ftle ſent for the Elders of the Church of Epheſus, as Mr. 

- very wrongfully Quotes it; but that he ſent to Epheſus „Acts 20. 17. 
0 call the Elders of the Church, i.e. of the Aſian Church in ge- 
neral, which were met at Epheſus upon this Occaſion : And 
if the Clergy not only of Aſia, but of Europe alſo, had met 
there, the Apoſtle might have uſed the ſame Expreſſion, 
with the greateſt propriety. 

And now I have ſaid all this in Anſwer to his firſt In- 
ſtance, only to let Mr. B— and the reſt of the Presbyteri- 
ans ſee, what weak Conjectures they are forced to take 
hold of, to ſupport their Cauſe.: For after all, granting 
all they would have, that only the Presbyters of Epheſus 

| | were 
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were called to Miletus, I would fain know what material 

Point they would gain by the Conceſſion. Oh, a very 

material one, that there were a good number of Presbyters 

at Epheſus, and that they were fometimes called Biſhops, 

and whatthen? Will they prove from hence that the Apo- 

ſtle St. Paul was not Superiour to them, and had no Pow- 

er which they had not ? Can they from hence prove that 

the Presbyters were equal to Timothy whom St. Paul left 

to preſide over them? By no means. What then? No- 

thing that I can fee, but that Biſhop and Presbyter at 

that time fignified the ſame; thing, which I may very 

readily * without doing the leaſt prejudice to my 

Cauſe : For if at that time, they had no ſuch Perſon over 

them as we now call Biſhop,as doubtleſs they had not, (for 

Bp. Pearſon. Timothy was left there feveral Years after, as Biſhop Pear- 

De Serie, & ſon has demonſtrated) then the Apoſtle himſelf was their 

— — Biſhop, and he now call's them together to give them, as 

2 Epiſ- it were, a Viſitation Sermon, and Directions how to diſ- 
coporum. Charge themſelves faithfully, as Miniſters of GOD. 


Pag. 75. 76. But ſmce he has been thus unſucceſsful in his firſt In- 


ſtance, which was his chief Bulwark, let us ſee what for- 


Serm. p. 419. tune he will have in the next, Which is the Inſcription 


Phili. 1 1. of St. Paul's Epiſtle to the Saints at Philippi, Paul and 7i- 
** motbeus, the Servants of Chriſt, to all the Saints in Chriſt 
<< Jeſus which are at Philippi, with the Bifhops and Dea- 

© cons : From hence he concludes, that there were but 
two Orders in e Church of Chriſt, Biſhops, or Pres- 
A byrers, and Deacons, therefore Biſhop and Presbyter 
zs the ſame in Scripture. As for what he ſays againſt 
Dr. Hammond's Expofition of that place, (ſuppoſing it all 
true) it is nothing to his purpoſe. And tho” a great deal 
may be ſaid for the Doctor's Opinion, yet I will not in- 
ſiſt on it, becauſe I do not care for mixing any uncertain- 

Tp ey in a matter which may admit of a clearer light: Tho 

= — I confeſs that the Doctor has brought ſuch Arguments to 
prove that Philippi Was a 1 as will ſway more 

| with any Man, than Mr. B—'s bare Aſſertion that it was 

Serm.P- 411. not. And as for the Fathers whoſe concurrent Fudgment he 
boaſts, is for him, will be found againſt him, if he will 
give himſelf the trouble to look over them: For if he will 

read Euſebizs, and other Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtorians, he will 
fnd that there were Metropolitans Superiour to mer Bi- 
| OPS, 
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ſhops, if not in the Apoſtles Days, at leaſt ſoon aſter them; 


23 


as plainly alſo appears from the Apoſtolical Canons, Apoſt. Ca- 
which ſuppoſe theſe Primates or Metropolitans to be non 34 


known and ſettled ; for thus one of thoſe Canons decrees, 


That Biſhops ſhall do. nothing of Moment without the 
Primate, except in their own Dioceſs ; nor yet the Pri- 


mate without the Biſhops. 

But however, we need none of theſe things to ſupport 
our Cauſe, becauſe granting (as I have all along done) 
that in the Times of the Apoſtles, the Names Presbyter and 
Biſnop were Titles belonging to the ſame Order of the 
Church ; what would Mr. B— infer from this Inſcription 
of St. Paul in his Epiſtle to the Philippians ? What one Point 
will he gain for the Advancement of Presbytery ? For, 
ſuppoſing they were the ſame, I hope, in Requital for my 
Conceſſion, he will grant that thoſe Biſhops, Overſeers 
or Presbyters, were Inferior to, and Subject to the Apo- 
ſtles, which is all that I contend for at this time. 


© Bur it may be ſaid, if there was any Superiour Order of 


* the Clergy among them, they would certainly have 
© been named : And therefore, ſince none but Bifhops or 
© Presbyters and Deacons, are mentioned; it is evident 
that theſe Presbyters were the Supreme Order of Ec- 
« cleſiaftical Officers at Philippi. In anſwer to which, I 
would deſire thoſe who make this Obje&ion, only to 
conſider, that as St. Paul was the Foundegof this Church; ſo, 


for ſome time, he kept it under his own peculiar Juriſdicti- Ads 16. 


on (as he did all others of his own Planting ; ) andthere- 
fore he was the Supreme Governor of it himſelf: And 
accordingly Tertullian reckons it among the Apoſtolical 
Churches, i. e. as he himſelf explains them, Apud quar ipſæ 
adhuc Cathedre Apoſtolorum ſuis locs Præſident: Thoſe 
Churches over which ſome Apoſtle was known to have 
Re So that here we find evidently, Presbyters and 

eacons, and St. Paul their Apoſtle ; or, in our Senſe, 
their Biſhop, preſiding over them. 1 


= 


The next Inſtance which Mr. B— brings to prove Bi- Serm. pag: 


fhops and Presbyters the fame, is the Text on which he 412. 


reach'd his Sermon, If a Man drſires the Office of a Bi- 1 Tim. 3. . 


** ſhop, he defires a good Work. But how he can poſſibly 
prove his Aſſertion from it, I confeſs I do not underftand, 
{though if he could prove the Names to have been uſed 


ro- 


. 3. 
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promiſcuouſly, it would do no prejudice at all to the Cauſe 
of Epiſcopacy, as Ihave more than once obſerved already) 
for how does he prove that the Office of a Biſhop in this 
plane, muſt neceſſarily ſignifie the Office of a Presbyter 2 

e does not give the leaſt colour .of Proof for it ; and 
therefore I conclude he could not, and ſo I ſhall take no 
further Notice of it. | 

Another Inſtance of Mr. B—, is from Tit. 1. 7. where 
he tells us, ©* the Biſhop there mentioned, is repreſented 
as one of thoſe Elders which Titus was to Ordain in e- 
very City (or Town) of Crete, to take care of the par- 
ticular Churches that were planted in them. 

But now, ſuppoſe I ſhould ſay, with ſome Commenta- 
tors, that the Biſhop mentioned in the 7th Verſe, was 
really one inveſted with ſuch Authoricy as we now call 
Biſhops ; becauſe Titus, as a Metropolitan, was to Ordain 
others to the ſame Supreme Dignicy : Suppoſe, I ſay, 
{ ſhould make this Plea, Mr. B— would find it no eaſy 
matter to prove any thing to the contrary. But however, 
ſuppoſing they do fignify the ſame Perſons and Office, yet 
they are Subject to Titus, who Ordained them; and there- 
fore this Text can do the Presbyterian Cauſe no Service in 
the World : It may amuſe the People, but can never 
prove that Presbyters were the Supreme Order of Church- 
Officers, when it is every where evident, that there were 
others who preſided over them : Nay, the very deſign of 
this Epiſtle of St. Paul to Titus, and of thoſe to Timothy, is 
to give them Directions how to Rule and Govern the 
Church, eſpecially the Clergy over whom they preſidcd. 
And really, if we could but ſuppoſe that Timeothy and Tiius 
were not of an Order Superiour both to Presbyters and 
Deacons, Mr. B—, or any Man elſe, would find it a very 
difficult Task to make Sente-of thoſe Epiſtles. 

Ihe next Inſtance Mr. E- mentions,is out of the Epiſtle 
General of St. Peter, where when the Apoſtle addreſſes himſelf 
** to the Elders of ſeveral Churches ſcattered through Pontus, Gala- 
i tia, &c. he charges them to feed the Flock of God, taking the Over- 
*© ſight thereof | im10n0731]45 | or acting the part of a Bien towards 
* it, from whence he concludes, that theſe Elders muſt 
have been Biſhops, and Refidents ; for the object of their 
Care was the Flock of God among them (i. e. with whom 
** they did daily reſide and converſe, to whom they were 
| 3 capable 
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© capable of being Examples) whereas they could not 
© feed thoſe Flocks, with whom they ſeldom or never 
ce once converſed, &. 

Now, ſuppoſe for once, I grant Mr. B—, that St. Peter 
ſpeaks in this place ro all Degrees and Ranks of Church- 

Officers whatever, and gives them this General Direction 
of Feeding the Flock of God among them, (which is a Con- 
ceſſion large enough, I am ſure of) does it therefore fol- 
low that Presbyters were the Supreme Order, when it is 
every where manifeſt that they were not? Every Biſhop, 
in our Senſe of the Word, is certainly a Presbyter, but it 
does not follow by any Logick, that therefore every Preſ- 
byter is a Biſhop : They have both the ſame Power and 
Employment in ſeveral Inſtances, but yet there is no ne- 
ceſlity they ſhould have the ſame in every particular; as 
for Example: It is certain that ſome who are Presbyrers 
(though not mere Presbyters) have the power of Ordain- 
ing others; but then it does not follow that therefore all - 
may, any more than it would follow, that becauſe one 
Alderman, after he is duly Ele&ed and Sworn, may per- 
form the Office of a Lord Mayor : therefore every one 
may, before he is Elected and Sworn. And I dare chal- 


lenge J. B. or any one elſe, either out of this or any o- 


ther place of Scripture ; or indeed, for ſeveral hundred 

Years after Chriſt, to produce any one Inſtance wherein 

Ordination by mere Presbyters was accounted valid : And - 

then I deſire our Diſſenting Brethren to conſider, how 

they can anſwer it to their Conſciences, to break the 

Peace of the Church, and make that the Ground of a Separa- 8 
tion, for which their Teachers cannot produce one Inſtance, 

for ſome hundreds of Years after our Bleſſed Saviour. 


bus 


There are two more Inſtances which Mr. B— begs * 
leave to make uſe of, before he diſmiſſes this Set of Argu- | 
ments againſt Epiſcopacy : The firit of which is taken out + 


of the firſt Epiſtle of St. Paul to the Theſſalonians, where he Serm. pag. 
** beſeeches them to know thoſe that Iaboured among them, and were Tut. 1 
over them in the Lord, and admoniſhedthem ; and ro eſteem them 13. "Ir 
* very highly in Love - for their Works ſake. From which 
E he would conclude that the Presbyters only are to 

e taken notice of, becauſe the Biſhops of the Eſtabliſh'd 
Church cannot be eſteem'd highly for their Works ** Sake 
-- by thoſe. who never * them preach, nor enjoy d 

a * 
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© any of their Labours. This is, I think, the full De- 
ſign, and whole Subſtance of F. B's Argument from this 
Portion of Scripture. -- 48 | 
But how inconcluſive it is, any one may ſee who does 
bur juſt look upon the Text ; and the whole Argument 
runs upon this one grand Miſtake, which is common to 
all that Party, that there was but one Congregation in 
Theſſzlonica, as well as in other Cities, though never ſo 
large; and has been confuted over and over, even to a 
Demonſtration, by Dr. Maurice, in his Defence of Dioceſan 
Epiſcopacy, and by ſeveral others. But beſides, I will put 
the Caſe to Mr. B—, and ſuppoſe, that there was an E- 
piſtle wrote, and directed to the Presbyterian Church in 
Dublin, wherein theſe very Words of the Apoſtle were 
made uſe of, wou'd not he, and all the World, ima- 
gine, that it was a Command to the people of Dublin, 
to honour and reſpect their Spiritual Paſtors in gene- 
' ral, whether they had ever heard this or that particu- 
lar Paſtor preach or not ? Could any one therefore think 
there was but one ſingle Congregation of Presbyterians in 
this City? And would not Mr. B— look upon it as a very 
unnatural and perverſe wreſting of the Text for any one 
to ſay, How ſhould thoſe eſteem you, F. B. for your 
Works ſake, who never heard you preach, nor enjoyed any 
of your Labours ? This is Mr. B—'s own Argument; and I 
dare leave it to himſelf, either to approve or condemn. it. 
But again, does Mr. F. B. imagine that there is no Work 
for which a Miniſter of the Goſpel ought to be eſteemed, 
but Preaching? Does he imagine that the ſending of ft 
Perſons into God's Vineyard, and keeping' them to their 
Duty, is not of as great * and ought to be 
as highly eſteemed and reſpected? But this way of Argu- 
ing is ſo very weak, that I am quite tir'd of ic; I will 
therefore diſmiſs this Text, and go to the next. 
Heb: 13.14. And this hetells us is in the Epiſtle to the Hebrews,where 
Serm. pag. the Apoſtle ©* exhorts them to obey thoſe that Rule over them, or 
415-416. © their Guides, [ db,] For, ſays he, they watch for 
* your Souls, as thoſe that muſt give an Account. From 
. whence he concludes, That thoſe who watch over, and 
* muſt give an Account of Mens Souls, muſt be Presbyters, 
and not Biſhops, according to our Modern Notion of the 
: Word; and yet they arg called m, Leaders, or Ru- 


lers and Governors. Now 
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N 


Mr. Bs Ordination Sermon. 


Now in anſwer to this, we own that the Presbyters did 


ſhare in the Government of the Church under the Biſhops, 
and therefore in ſome Senſe may be called 'nyi#»dwo:, Ru- 
lers ; and if from this Community of Names, they will in- 


fer right or wrong, an Equality of Power, we cannot help 


it: But then they muſt be obliged too, to conclude that 
there was then no difference between an Apoſtle and an 
ordinary Paſtor or Elder, becauſe the very ſame Name 
was common to both: For St. Peter ſpeaking to the Elders, 


27 
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CS 


calls himſelf by the ſame Name: The Elders which are among 1 Pet. 5. 1. 


you I exhort, who am alſo an Elder. So that from this Text 
we cannot tell who is intended ; for they may be either 
Biſhops or Presbyters, or both, for any thing we can ga- 
ther from it. Ay, but they muit be Presbyters, becauſe they 
watch for our Souls, But I would fain deſire to know of 
J. B. whether the Souls of Men are not likely to be better 
watch'd over when there are not only Presbyters appoint- 
ed for that Work, but others alſo to preſide over them, to 
ſee they do their Duty conſcientiouſly, than when the 
Souls of Men are committed to ſome one Man's Care, 
who has no Superiour in this World, to call him to an ac- 
count for his Neglect of it? Let him but ſeriouſly conſider 
this, and give a ſatisfactory Anſwer to it, and then I will 
examine it morg OT; but till then I ſhall diſmils 
it, becauſe it is nothing to his purpoſe ; and yet it is upon 
ſuch Night Preſumptions that the Presbyterian Cauſe ſub- 
fiſts ; And I can't but admire that any Men of Senſe ſhould 
be drawn into ſuch a pernicious Unchriſtian Diviſion, up- 
on ſuch weak Suggeſtions : But I find any thing will ſerve 
= turn to abuſe Men, who are reſolved to abuſe them- 
elves. 


As for what J. B. ſays concerning the Poſtſcripts to the Serm. pag. 


ſecond Epiſtle to Timothy, and that to Tita; we confeſs 406. 


that they are not of undoubted Authority, and therefore 
we never make uſe of them upon this Occaſion ; and in- 
| deed, we ſtand in no need of them, as I have abundantly 
proved: So that though I ſhould grant that Timothy and 71. 
tus were Evangeliſts and extraordinary Officers, yet it 
would be proved, even to a Demonſtration, that the 
Presbyters could not do what they did, for then the 
ſending of them would have been to no purpoſe , as 
I have obſerved already : But that they were not 


E 2 | always ur 


— 
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always fuch extraordinary Officers, I will prove hereaf- 
ter. | 


Serm. p. 417. Upon the whole F. B. 5 That we never once 


read in Scripture of thoſe call'd Elders or Miniſters of 
the Goſpel, as any part of the Scriptural Biſhops charge, 
they are no where mentioned as ſubjected to their Autho- 
rity, &c. And pray what then? Do we inſiſt upon it? 
No, for as long as he acknowledges that his Scriptural Bi- 
ſhops or Elders were under the direction and government 
of the Apoſtles, and thoſe Perſons whom be calls Evange. 
lits, it is as much as we deſire or contend for at preſent : 
For certainly if we ſuppoſed, as he does, that Biſhops and 
Presbyters were Names common to the ſame Perſons, now, 
as they were in the Apoſtles Days, we could never ſay 
that Presbyters were under Biſhops, for that would be 
Nonſence, and would make Presbyters both above and 
under themſelves, which is too groſs a Concluſion for Men 
of any Senſe to make. | 

F. B. tells us. that he could do Wonders had he not con- 
fined himſelf to, Scripture, ** and could ſhew that even 
** when the Name of Biſhop and Elder came to be diſtin- 
** guiſhed, the Biſhop was no more for ſome conſiderable 
time, than the Senior Paſtor of a particular Flock, which 
he governed in conjunction with the reit of the Elders, 
without any diſtinction of Office. — But Jam ſure that 
all Antiquity, as well as Scripture, contradicts this Afﬀer- 
tion, — whenever he pleaſes to produce his Evidence, it 
ſhall not fail of being conlider'd. He ſays, indeed, that 
the Biſhop of Ignatius appears to be no more than this Senior 
Presbyter, but how he makes it out, I cannot underſtand; 
for I can ſcarce think, that he intends thoſe Quotations 


which he brings out of Ignatius, for any proof of his Aſſer- 


Ordin. Serm. 
pag. 419. 


tion: Thus, according to Ignatius, as Mr. B— tells us, a 
Church was | Plebs Epiſcopo coadunata] a Chriſtian Flock u- 
nited to their Biſhop. Therefore, (his Concluſion, if any, 
muſt be) a Biſhop was no more than the Senior Paſtor of 


a particular Flock or Congregation : But by what Lo- 


gick he can infer this Conſequence, I own my ſelf a 
Stranger, and I belicve, that every one elſe that reads it, 
will do ſo too. 


Again, There is (ſaith Ignatius) to every Church one 


4 Altar and one Biſhop, together wich the Elders and 


Deacons. 
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« Deacons. And here again, I confeſs I am at a loſs how 
he can, from this Propoſition of Ignatius, deduce his Con- 
ſequence, that the Biſhop was no more than the Senior 
Presbyter without any diſtinction of Office: From hence 
indeed he might juſtly conclude, that in the Days of Eu- 
tizs, there were three diſtin& Orders of Conſecrated Per- 4 
ſons, viz. Biſhops, Elders or Presbyters and Deacons ; - 
but that this Biſhop was no more than the Senior Presby- . 
ter, I cannot conceive, neither does Mr. B attempt to | 
prove. And indeed all that Father's Epiſtles, run on a 1 — 
quite contrary Suppoſition; for (to give one Inſtance for | 
all) St. Ignatius, writing to the Magneſians, and having 
juſt before ſpoken of Damas their Biſhop, from thence he 
takes occaſion to exhort them not to contemn their Bi- 
ſhops Age.; but, ſays he, Pay him all Reverence, ac- Epiſ ad Mag- 
«* cording to the Will of GOD the Father, as I know the neſtos. 
* holy Presbyters do, not looking upon the Youth that ap- 

* pears in him, but the Prudence which he receives from 

* GOD. From which Paſſage it is evident, that the Bi- 

ſhop in St. Ignatiuss Days was more than the Senior Pres- 

byter: And Ignatius himſelf, if we will believe the moſt 

Antient Writers of the Church, ſucceeded St. Peter, and St. 

Paul in the Biſhoprick of Antioch ; and I hope Mr. B— will 

own that thoſe Apoſtles were ſomething more than the Se- 

nior Paſtors of that place. | 

But Mr. B— tells us again, That every Biſhop had Pag. 419. 

Lone Altar or Communion-Table for that one Flock. And 

here I am once more at a loſs for his Concluſion ; for how 

this proves the Biſhop to be no more than the Senior Paſtor, 

I cannot comprehend : But I believe Mr. B— has dropt 

that Conſequence ; and would only (with Mr. Baxter and 

Others) conclude from theſe places of Ignatius, that there 

was but one Congregation for every Biſhop to look after, 

and of conſequence the Biſhcy could be no more than a com- 

mon Presbyter. 

But this has been ſo often Anſwer'd by Dr. Maurice, Mr. Dr.Mavr. vin. 
Dodwel, and ſeveral Others who have enter'd the Liſt with 8 the Fri 
Mr. Baxter, that it is in vain to add any thing to what they 38, 3 
have ſaid upon it: For the Matter in ſhort was thus, (as Þedw. Dilco. 
— io in the place before Quoted obſerves) © The o on Al- 
Principal Church, or Meeting- place, in every City, be- U A one. , 
long' d to the Biſhop, where his Chair was 12 . with enen, 

a 


One Alt. and 


one Prieſt. 
pag. 290. 
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** a Bench of Presbyters on every Side, cirling the Com- 
© munion-Table ; and was call'd Altare, or Sacrarium, and 
** within the Juriſdiction of a ſingle Biſhop ; it is proba- 
ble there was no more than one; the Biſhop with his 
Presbyters and Deacons, 3 the unity of the 
Church, although it might be divided into ſeveral Congregati- 
Dont, and every Congregation might have a Communion- 
Table: So that to ſet up an Altar, is not to have two 
Communion- Tables in a City, but to have diſtindt 
*© Governments, and oppoſite Biſhops and Presbyters. 
Thus according to the Notions receiv'd iu thoſe times 
** (ſays Mr. Dodwel) the Biſhops anſwer'd the High-Prieſts in 
*© this very particular, that all within his 2 i. e. 
Fall who, upon other Occaſions, did ordinarily meet in 
<* general Aſſemblies, were thought obliged to a dependance 
on thoſe Aſſemblies, in which the Biſhop did preſide ; 
Das the whole Nation of the Jews, wherever diſperſed, 
<© were to thoſe of Feruſalem, as the fix d reſidence of the 
* High-Prie#t. | 
In ſhort the principal Church in which the Biſhop re- 
reſided, was, what we now call the Cathedral, and the 
Communion-Table in this Cathedral, was called the Altar : 
So that one Altar, is as conſiſtant with many Communion-Ta- 
bles, .as one Cathedral is with many Churches. And thoſe 
very Fathers who mention one Altar, do at the ſame 


time mention ſeveral Communion-Tables, which utterly 


| he pretends to prove that the Power of Ordination 


overthrows Mr. B—'s and Mr. Baxter's Inference, that the 
muſt therefore have conſiſted of ſingle Aſſemblies: This 
is but a bad Sample of what Mr. B— could do from the Fa- 
thers ; but however, with this ſad threatning of what he 
could do, he diſmiſſes his firſt ſort of Arguments where- 
with he pretended to eſtabliſh the Presbyterian Parity,and 
roduces another ſort, much more formidable, whereby 
Was 
given to every Presbyter, and that they actually Ordain'd 
others for the Work of the Miniſtry. — If he proves this, 
he does indeed make a great Breach in the Hierarchy of 
the Church ; and here I dare make him this Promiſe, that 
if he can produce any one Inſtance of a Presbyter Or- 
dain'd by Presbyters oni, and allowed by the Church, for ſe- 


'veral Hungred Years after Chriſt, I will acknowledge him 


an Invincible Champion for the Presbyterian Cauſe. n 
| | 2 0 
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He tells us indeed, that not only the Epoſtles and E- 
vangeliſts, or theſe © Extraordinary Officers, but that Serm. pag. 
© the Ordinary Officers of the Church (meaning bare 423-424 * 
c Presbyters) did exerciſe the power of Ordination: 
© And the main Proof that 18 B. or any of the Presby- 

« terians, bring for their Aſſertion, is that known Place, 

« s Mr. B— calls it, of St. Paul's Epiſtle to Timothy, 1 Tim. 4. 14. 
© where St. Paul exhorts Timothy not to neglect the Gift that ws | 

ce in him, which was given him by Prophecy, with laying on of 

ce the Hands of the Presbytery. | | deat 

Now in Anſwer to this, we may obſerve, firſt, That it 

is no eaſy matter to know what the Apoſtle means in this 

place, by the Hands 4 the Presbytery ; and yet whatever is 

meant by it, it will do F. B. no Service in the World. oy 

A great many Commentators of the beſt Note do ſay, St. Chriſoſt. 
that the Word megvfvlegror, if it be taken for the Ordain- The hoe 
ers, muſt be underſtood of the Apoſtles, or Apoſtolical P Hand 
Perſons. For, as it is granted that Biſhops, that Apoſto- ia locum. 
ical Perſons, and ſometimes that Apoſtles were then 
called Presbyters, as appears from St. Peter and St. Jobn; 1 Per. 5. r. 
ſo might they collectively be called the Presbytery: And John. 
then the Senſe will run thus, Neglect not the Gift that is 
in thee, which was given thee by Prophecy (according 
to the Revelation of the Spirit concerning thee) at thy 
Ordination; when beſides me, ſome others alſo of the 
Apoſtles laid Hands on thee. And this ſeems a probable 
Interpretation of the Place, becauſe St. Timothy was Or- 
dained to ſome Degree of Church Power which the Preſ- Pag.16,fupra, 
byters had not, as I have prov'd already. And it is unrea- 
ſonable to think, as St. Ambroſe expreſſes it, that an Infe- | 

riour ſhould Ordain his Superiour. Neque enim fas erat, aut Amb.ſiv. His 

licebat, ut a ordinaret Majorem, nemo enim tribuit quod laſard, in 1 
non accepit. So that if this Interpretation be true and va- *. 

lid, the Presbyterians have not the leaſt colour for their 
Pretenſions. | | 

Secondly, Others interpret this place after a different Hillary, St. 
manner, and, I think, with a greater ſhew of Reaſon Jerome, Sir 
but by no means favourable to the Presbyterian Cauſe : On 
For they make the Word Presbytery to refer not to the Or- 
dainers, but to the Office ; and then the Words will run 
thus: Neglect not the Work of Presbytery that is in thee, which 
was given thee by Impoſition of Hand, And then it agrees hy 


32 II Diſconrſe ocraſioned by 
actly with what the ſame Apoſtle ſays of him in another 
place, I pat thee in remembrance that thou ftir up the Gift of God 
that xs in thie, by the putting on of MT HANDS: And agrees 
too with the Apoſtles Practice in other Inſtances, as that 
of Titas and others: Nay, Calvin himſelf, who was the 
Founder and great Patron of Presbytery ; and who, doubt. 
leſs, would have uſed all methods for the ſupport of his 
Cauſe, yet could find no colour of reafon to underſtand 
by the Presbytery, any Company of Presbyters in this 
3 place; for he expreſly tells us, that it muſt be underſtood 
/ Inſtit. lib. 3. here, as I have now explain'd it. I do not fo under. 
cap.z,ſe&.16.** ſtand it, ſays he, as if Paul did ſpeak of the College of 
© Presbyters ; but by this Word I underſtand the Order it 
I ſelf; as if he had faid, Take heed that the Grace which 
thou receivecſt by the Impoſition of Hands, when. / 
made thee a Presbyrer,, be fiotiin vain, 
But however, becauſe I am willing to grant J. B. all 
can, with any Truth or Juſtice, for the ſupport of his 
Cauſe, T will ſuppoſe, Thirdly, That the Word Presby- 
i tery in this place, muſt really be underſtood not only of 
| the Ordainers, but tikewiſe of the Inferiour or ordinary 
1 Presbytery, and that the Words run thus: Neglect not the 
E Gift that us in thee, which was given thee by Prophecy, with the 
laying on of the Hands gf rhe Presbyters, according to the com- 
25 mon Acceptation. Now, though this is a Senſe in which 
f none of the Fathers ever underſtood it, that T knew of: WW! 
yet to ſatisfy Mr. B—, I will grant it; and after all, I 
2 cannot ſee any great Advantage he will gain by it. For 
Serm. p. 425. he himſelf tells us, Thar the Handi of the Presbylery were 
jou with St. Pauls: And that is as much as I deſire at 
i preſent; for as long as St. Paul's Hands were there, as well 
: | as thoſe of the Presbytery, it is evident they did not Or- 
+ Serm. Ibid. dain him by themſelves. ** Ay, bur ( ſays he) they might have 
* EE done it if they had pleas d; (And how does F: B. know that ? 
| © becauſe there would be ub just Grounds for the putting their 
re Hands on him, if the Per of Ordination bad not belonged to 
© them. That is to ſay, St. Paul called to his Aſſiſtance 
ſome Inferiour Officers, in this one Inſtance, for the great- 
er Solemniry of the Action; or, perhaps, to give Coun- 
tenance to Timethy's Youth : Therefore neither he, nor 
1 any others, could ever after Ordain without them: Or, 
which is Mr. B's Conſequence, therefore they could do 


it 
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it of theme elves „ without bim. Which is ſo untoward a Con- 
cluſion, as I am almoſt ſure Mr. B— himſelf, upon ſecond” 
thoughts, will not approve of, or 1738 There might 


be ſeyeral Reaſons in that particular Caſe, why St. Paal 


might uſe the Aſſiſtance of Presbyters; and yet it cannot 


follow, that he was obliged to it by his Commiſſion: for 
it is very probable that he  Ordain'd Titus, and many o- 


thers, without any ſuch. Aſſiſtance. 


So that ſuppoſing the Aſſiſtance of Presbyters in this 


Caſe, and that Paul was Chief in the Action: Nay, fur- 


ther ſuppoſe, that this was to be a Preſident for After- 
es in their Ordinations, (which is a very large Suppo-' 
ſition). yet I cannot ſee how from this Example J. B. or 
any of his Party, can juſtly find fault with the Ordinati- 
ons of our Church, which conſtantly follows that Exam 


ple: For 5 only the Biſhop, but the Presbyters that are 
with him, 


ainſt us as Unſcriptural and Degenerate Proteſtants, unleſs 
they would exclude the Biſhop from having any power in 


it at all, and ſo make him inferiour to his Presbyters, or 
at leaft have ſuch an unlimited Power themſelves, as they 


cannot bring one Preſident for, either in the Apoſtles 

times, or many hundred Years after them. Taking it 
therefore for granted (becauſe J. B. nor any of his Party, 
ever produced any one Inſtance to the contrary) that ſome 
Church-Officers, ſuperiour to Presbyters 1 in 
the Ordination; it is from thence evident, Firſt, That 
there were always ſome ſuch Superiour Officers, whom 
they may call Biſhops, or Angels, or Meſſengers, or A- 


poſtles, or Evangeliſts, if they pleaſe; or whatever elſe 


they think moſt proper. An condly „That the Preſ- 
22 themſelves could not Ordain without them: And 
this is all that we at preſent xequize. For certainly it is 
contrary to the Rules of all Government, that whatever 
ſubordinate Officers may do with the Concurrence of a 
Superiour, that they may do the ſame without it, and a- 
gainſt his Injunctions. And yet this is the ſorry Reaſon- 


ing on which this Argument depends, even upon their 
own Suppoſition. So that chough I : ſhould grant to 
ay 


on Hands, yet ſince 


F. B. that the Presbyters * to 
) | f 1 


ay their Hands on the Perſon that is to be Or- 
dained Presbyter. Therefore I can ſee no reaſon Why 
they ſhould Separate from us on this account, and exclaim 
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it was never without that Superigur Paneer whom we- 
call Biſhop, it is evident that their Impoſition of Hands 
is not valid, but when in concurrence with the other; at 
leaſt, when it may be r 2 2 
I will beg leave to illuſtrate this to Mr. B— by a fami- 
liar Inſtance, which has been uſed before by a Modern 
Author, on the like occaſion. No one. doubts but every 
Juſtice of Peace may act in many caſes, by virtue of his 
Commiſlion.. ſeparately, and by hi at; in ſome: Caſes 
two are required; and there are other Caſes in which no 
Juſtice can act, without the Concurrence at leaſt of one 
of the Quorum: So that if any number whatever of Juſti- 
ces of the Peace, though moſt Legally Commiſſioned by Her 
Majeſty, do preſume to act in /uch Caſes, without the Con- 
currence of one of the Quorum, their Action is as null and 


void in Law, as if they never had any Commiſſion : And ac- 


40 
cordingly, though we go upon the largeſt Suppoſition, a 
Ones: againſt all bk „ and; grant that Biſhops 
and Presbyters are of the ſame Order; and that the ſame. 
Name equally AF x to all of them, as the Order and 
Name of a Juſtice belong to all. Juſtices of the Peace; yet. 
there are ſome things which other Presbyters cannot do, 
without the Concurrence of the chief Presbyter or Biſhop. 
This has always been believed and acknowledged by the 
Ancient Fathers of the firit and pureſt Ages of the. Church, 
and. I once more, deſire Mr. B—, or any of b deen 


difprove. it, if they can, by any one. Text, bf. Scripture, 
a 5 +. pe clear 4 e - 3 S ſince the 
Foundation of Chriſtianity to the end of. Six Hundred 
Years at leaſt. Nou therefore, let uf pur the Caſe, that 
in procels of time a Man was. ordained by ſome Presbyters, 
without, and AGAINST the Content, Concurrence or Aſſi- 
itance of their Biſhop, or high Pr esbytes,; as itiginow dain 
ly practiſed, in ſuch a Caſe,, we. mult agree with the Pri- 
mitive. Church in all parts of the World.; and, lay hat the 
Orders ſo confer'd, are utterly null and void. And thus, 
I think, I Hans ul cargely oved, that this Lext which 
Mr. E. produces, and which is all gh Presbyjtertans have 
co depend on, does no Service at all 40 gheir Gaufe, eren 
upon their own. Suppoſitions 
As for the other Por which J. B. produces, it is nothing 
to the pyrpole, and really is not much inlilted on by ochers 
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of that Party : But however, becauſe Mr. B may think 
he has ſpy'd ſomething more in it, than others conld, find 
out, I will beſtow a few Reflections on it: The place 33 
48 13. 1, 2, 3. where Mr. B— ſays, We ſread of the 


5 


&« Teachers, as well as Prophen, concurring to ſet apart Acts 13. r, 


© Paul and Barnabas, and t Faſting and Prayer, and 
Impoſition of Hands. But then ſtill, we'muſtobferve, 
that there were Prubeti to give their Cancurmmce, and that 
the Teachers did not d it of themſelves; atid that is allwe 
deſire, at leaſt at this time. But, ſuppoſe that thoſe Pro: 


2, 3. 


phets and Teachers were all mere Presbyters (which is a 


Conceflion that F. B. himſelf is aſham'd to ask) and per- 
formed this Office of themſelves, without the Concurrence 
of any of the Apaſtles': Net it muſt be obſervd that tliey 
were inſpired Perſons, and tommanded ta do it by the" Holy 
Gbo#t, As 13. 2. and if any mere Presbyters can thew the 


ſame Commiſſion, or prove that they havẽ ſuch a Command 


from Heaven, we muſt allow their Proceedings; but till 
then, we muſt think that their claiming this Power from 
this Portion of Scripture, is highly prefumptuous's And 
conſequently F. B's Conclufion muſt come under this: Im 
putation, when he ſays, ** Thoſe'that were impower'd to 
ſend them forth in this Sclemn Manner to ſuch a Work 
could not want a power to Ordain any others to the Of. 
© fice of an ordinary Paſtor or Teacher, which themſelves 
* were inveſted with: That is to ſay, Theſe Presbyters 
had an extraordinary Command from-Heaven to joyn with 
the Prophets in the Ordination of Paul and Barnabas, there- 
fore every Presbyter, by his Ordinary Commiſſion, may do 
the ſame, not only without the Concurrence, but againſt 
the Command of their Biſhop: or Apoſtle, or Prophet. 
This is Mr. Bs Conſequence ; and I deſire him, and the 


Ae or .ndot, 


Verſe 2. 


Serm. p. 426. 


* | 
* ” 


reſt of our Diſſenring Bretkreri, to conſider whether theſe - 


are ſuch Arguments as will juſtify their Separation from 
the Eſtabliſh'd Church, hg God, or to their own 


But pray, B-, why ſhould not the ſame 
* Commiſſion that empowers then to preach the Goſpel, 


d empower en to commit that Doctrine they preach 'to -* 


© Faithful Men, that may inftrutt others alſo? Why, be- 
cauſe Chriſt and his Apoſtles did not think it convenient; 
for the very ſame reaſon * Chriſt, after he had gon 

. 2 Is 


" 
Serm. p. 426. 


1 
aids 


nn 


. 
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John. 20. 21. 
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his Apoſtles a Commiſſion to preach the Goſpel, to Bap- 
tize, Cc. gave them another Commiſſion after he had ri. 
ſen from the Dead, and was juſt going to leave the World: 
As fer that place of St. Matthew, 28. 20. where he promiſe; 
to be with them to the end of the World, tho' it did empower 
them to Ordain others, yet it does not empower every or- 
dinary Paſtor to do the ſame, (as F. B. affirms) becauſe 
they themſelves could not do it by their firſt Commiſlion : 
and that promiſe ſignifies no more than the guidance and 
protection of his Hol . particularly to every Biſhop 
and Miniſter of the Goſpel in the exerciſe of that Power 
and Authority which he gave them, when he ſaid unto 
them, as my Father ſent me, ſo ſend I you. : 
Thus having ſhewn how unconcluſive Mr. B—'s Argu- 


ments are, which he brings for Presbytery, I will now 


Pag. 15, 16, 
17. 


Serm. p. 417. 


2 Tim. 4. 5. 


conſider what he alledges againſt Timothy and Titus, who 
we affirm, (and * I have prov'd) had ſuch a Power given 
them by the Apoſtles over the Churches of Epheſus and Crete, 
as our Biſhops now claim from the Goſpel. Theſe are the 
ewo Inſtances which the Presbyterians do not know how to 
get readily over, and therefore they wind and turn, and twiſt 
to avoid their force, but all in vain ; for notwithſtandin 
all that J. B. can ſay againſt them, they will, they mul 
have that Authority over Presbyters which our Biſhops 
claim. E. am 
Firſt then he tells us, that Timothy and Titus were not 
** Biſhops, but Evangeliſts, and not confined to any par- 
<* ticular Charge. But ftill, as I obſerved before, they 
were of a higher Rank than Presbyters, and had Authori- 
ty to do many things, which the Presbyters had not, viz. 
Ordain, Cenſure, &c. But ſuppoſe the calling them E- 
vangeliſts, would make any thing for their Cauſe, and St. 
Paul does once bid Timothy to do the Work of an K uangeliſt, 
”_ it no where appears that Titus was one of that Character. 
Nay tho' they were St. Paul's Aſſiſtants, and for a while not 
fix d to any particular Charge, yet it does not follow, they 


never were: And indeed, this is ſo far from Truth, that the 


Tim. 1. 3. 
. 5. 


ſhops are ſaid to have ſucceeded in the Chair of Epbeſas 


Scripture does not only expreſly tell us, that Timothy was 
left at Epheſus, and Tita at Crete, but all Antiquity does 
confirm it, which conſtantly calls them the firit Biſhops 
of thoſe places; and in the Council of Chalcedon, 27. Bi- 


from 
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from Timothy, who was the firſt : So that as the late learn- 
ed Biſhop of Worceſter has obſerved, ** They who go about Dur. and 
Ito Unbiſhop Timothy and Titus, may as well Unſcripture RightiofPar- 
© the Epiſtles that were written to them, and make them . P. 111. 
© only ſome occaſional Writings, as they make Timothy 
1 2 Titus to have been particular and occaſional Officers: 
gut the Chriſtian Church preſerving theſe Epiſtles as of 
* conſtant and perpetual uſe, did thereby ſuppoſe the ſame 
kind of Officers to continue, for the {ke whereof theſe 
© excellent Epiſtles were written: And we have no 
© greater aſſurance that theſe Epiſtles were written by 
Bu 8 Paul, than we have that there were Biſhops to ſucceed 
© the Apoſtles, in the care and government of Churches. 
So that tho the Apoſtles left no Succeſſors, in eodem gra- 
du, as to thoſe things that were extraordinary in them, as 
the extent of their Power in general, &. yet it does not 
therefore follow, that they appointed none to haye the rule 
and government of Others: And tho? our Biſhops, ** have Serm. p. 426. 
* their Authority limited and bounded within certain Precincts we: 
* beyond which they pretend not to exert it j as Mr, B— expreſ- 
ſes it, yet they may for all this be ſaid to be Snucceſſors 
to the Apoſtles, with the greateſt propriety : They may 
have the fame fort of Power and Authority, though not 
the ſame Latitude to exert it in, för the avoiding of Diſ- 
order and Confuſion ;. as manifeſtly appears in all Civil 
Governments, where a Kingdom wh wes governed by... 
one ſingle Perſon, may be ſhared among two or more Suc- 
ceſſeurs, who may have the ſame kind of Juriſdiction, tho? 
not of the ſame Extent. * ; 
Now, tho Thave ſufficiently ſhewed the weakneſs of this 
Argument againſt the Epiſcopacy of Timothy and Titus; yet 
becauſe it is the only thing that either Mr. B— or any of 
that Party bring againſt them, I will inſiſt alittle longer 
upon it; for they all tell us, that Timothy and Titus cannot 
be brought as a Precedent for future Ages, becauſe they, as 
well as the Apoſtles, were extraordinary Perſons, and, as 
ſuch, their Power was only Temporary; and to laſt no long- 
er than the Days of the Apoſtles. I TS. 
But I would fain ask theſe Gentlemen, how they come 
to know this? For we do not read in Scripture, that Chriſt, 
or his Apoſtles, any where limited this Power, or made 
it Temporary: We read indeed, that Chriſt promiſed to be 
6 with 
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with the Apoſtles to the end of the World : Which could not 
be underſtood of their own Perſons, becauſe they dyed 
ſoon after: Bur by this, he promiſed to be preſent with, 
andgafliit all thoſe who ſucceeded them in their Office 
and Commiſſion. _ f . i; 

But beſides, Iftheſe Perſons were but Temporary, and not 
deſigned for fixd Governours of the Church, or Examples 
for the Government of the Church in future Ages; It look; 
very ſtrange that all Antiquity ſhould be ſo much miſtaken, 
as to give us a particular account, who ſucceeded them in 
their leveral Churches: It is very ſtrange that we ſhould 
find in Euſebius, and many other Eccleſiaſtical Writers, ſuch 
an exact Catalogue, of thoſe particular Perſons who Sa- 
ceeded Timothy und. Titus, if chey never had any ſuch Suc- 
ceſſours⸗: It is cerrainly à very ſtrange and unaccountable 
thing, that ſuch à grand" Miſtake and In paſit ion ſhould pal; 
for truth, for ſo many Ages, and not be diſcovered in the 
ſpace of 15 Years: And it is ſtill more ſtrange, that a- 
ny reaſonable Creature ſhould believe it to be a Miſtake, 
on the bare Aſſertion of a few Men, ho, in theſe two 
latter Ages of the Church, have ſtarted fo ſtrange a No- 
tion to cuntenance them in their Schiſm a Notion ſo con- 
tradittory to all matter of Fact, without the leaſt colour or 
- ſhadow of a Proof for vllt. 
ut! Mr. B. — thinks that Timothy and Titus were not fixed 
Serm. p. 4291 Biſhops of Epbeſa and Crete, becauſe they were conſtant 
- Companions to St. Paul in all his Travels; and ſo did not 
reſide on their reſpective Charges. And to prove this, he 
tells us, he will give us from Scripture a ſhore Abſtract of 
their Travels; but he ſhould rather have ſaid, from Sme- 
chmnun, than from Scrip ture. 
Thus he protés from the Ad, 7 the Apoſtles (as he thinks) 
that Timothy could not be the fixed Biſhop of Exbeſus, becauſe 
we conſtantly read that he was St. Pau Companion in all 
. his Travels into Athens, Macedonia, Feruſalem and Rome. 
Now therefore, granting what he hath ſaid concerning 
- Tixotby's accompanying St. Paul ity every particular; I can- 
not ſee what Service it will do him; for it only proves 
that St. Paul did not leave him at Epheſar, till after his be- 
ing the firſt time at Rome, and the Ad of the Apoſtles reach 
no further: But does it ſoſlow that Timothy was never left at 
Epbeſus, becauſe there is no Account given of it in the 4a. 
81. b 4 


Mr. B-»-'s Ordination Sermon. 39 
of the Apoſtles, when we are told by St. Paw that he Was; 

when both his Epiſtles to him ſuppoſe, bins Epbeſus ; and 

when all Antiquity. ſays, he was the: ſt Biſhop. there? 

' The only difficulty is, whether St. Peu was twyze at 

Rome or not: But this is put paſt all doubt by Biſhop Pear- De ſerie & 
ſon, who proves, even to a Bemonſtrazian, that Paul was ſucceſſu. pri- 
twice a Priſoner at Rome, And if there was-n9:athes; morum Ro- 
this one Obſervation would make it man felt, ige. er nrg det. 
in his ſecond Epiſtle to Timethy, .whach; was:cenginlyr ret 
wrote from . Rome when he was in Bonds; tells him tbat 2 Tim. 4. 29. 
he had left Trophimus fick at Miletum. But now it is plain, 

that in his firſt Journey to Rome, he did not leave Trophimns - / ? 
at Miletum at all, but carried him along with hin; fon © 
we are told, that Trophimuswas feen.at Feruſolem with him, Ads 21. 9. 
when he was on his Journey towards Rome, Se that the 

Truth of St. Paul's Hiſtory is, that after his Delive- 

rance at Rome the firſt time, he makes a Viſit to thoſe 

Churches which he had planted, and ſettled fixed Gover- 

nours in them; and then returns to Rame, where he ſhuts 
up his Miniſtry with his- D eat. 11 
In this laſt Journey, which was ahou the Year of Chriſt 
64, after Paul and Timothy had been in Crete, they Sail from 
thence into Fudea ; from whence they come again into 
Aſia, where Timothy, by St. Paul's Orders, goes to Epheſms, 
but St. Paul to Calelle, where: he deſign d to ſtay for ſome 
time. And St. Fa] $0108 again into. Medgdoniay, bids: A. 
mot hy abide at Epheſus ; and there he ſtaid without once ret 

moving from thence, but when St. Pual ſent for him te Rome 

a little before his Martyrdom : From thence Timothy re- Vid.D.Cave's 
turned to; Epheſus, and did not afterwards remove, that e- HV eye 
ver Me ear af; por we find he was Nlartyr 4 cherer bag fg 
This Account of, St. Timothy agrees cxactiy h W 6ũ uw 
Dr. Ait pt ves. of the time oi St, Pauls writing both his Milli) prole- 
firſt. and ſecond Epiſtles to Timethy ; and fully removes all Fum' gef 
11 has laid againſt Tarwotby's being, fixed Ac E- gag. ar > 
| IHA 3611: GO ie TION; 0 251535 F 
The, ca E much the ſame wich Titus as it Was with 77 

mothy ; 1 8 the difficulty ariſes; from ſuppoſing that 27. 

iu Was, left at Crete — Bo firſt Journey to Nome : 
For Biſhop Pearſon, in che place before quoted, proves that 
St. Paul never, ſaw Crete, till after his firſt Impriſonment 
at Rome. ; and therefpre we cannot expect any Account of 
. ; it 
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it from the Acts of the Apoſtles, the Hiſtory whereof reaches 
no further than St. Paul's firſt going to Rome: Bur this we are 
Tirus 1. 5. ſure of from St. Paul himſelf, that he left Titas at Crete, to 
ſet in Order the Things that were wanting, and Ordain Elder; 
ceves Lives in every City; and Dr. Cave has proved that he died there. 
3 Pan As for all the Objections that Mr. B— brings out of Sme- 
62,63: Pag nun, who copied the Account from Lud. Capellus, the 
KReader may ſee them fully anſwered by Biſhop Pearſon. 
But taking all they fay for granted, I cannot ſee how it 
can Unbiſhop 'Ti##s, when all Antiquity places him in 
Crete, and reckons him the firſt Biſhop of that Iſland : And 
Chryſoſt. Ar- St. Chriſoſtom, as he is quoted by Dr. Cave, gives this as 
Fim the reafon why, of all his Diſciples and Followers, St. Paul 
m. wrote Epiſtles to Tir and Timothy,and not to Silas or Luke; 
becauſe he had committed to them the Care and Govern- 
ment of Churches, while he reſerved the others as Atten- 
dants and Miniſters to go along with himſelf. So that 
though we grant, that they were Non-Reſident for ſome 
time, _ ſome exrraordinary Occafions, it looks very 
ſevere for Mr. B— to Unbiſhop them on that Account, 
when all Antiquity is againſt him: As ſevere as he himſelf 
would take it, if any one ſhould deny his being a fix'd | 
Preacher in Wood-ſtreer, becauſe he has been more than 
once a Non-Reſident and abſent from his Cure. FA 
But after all, ſuppoſe we ſhould be miſtaken in this 
Argument, and that Dr. #h:tby ſhould be in the right, that 
I and Tita were not fixed in Crete and Epbe fur for 
Life, but were ſent thither only to fix and form the Go- 
vernment of the Churches there, and then leave them; I 
can ſee no great Benefit that will accrue to the Presbyte- 
tian Cauſe by it, for then they were ſent to Ordain an Or- 
der of Men Superiour to the Presbyters, who might govern 
and preſide, and Ordain others when they were gone, as 
the ſame Dr. Whitby has proved, not only in that Preface 
Sera. p. 432. Which Mr. B— quotes, but in ſeveral other places of his 
Comments on thoſe Epiſtles. So that whether they were 
fixed Governours in thoſe places, or whether they were 
ſent to ordain and conſtitute ſuch fixed Governours, it is 
the ſame thing to us; for either of them intirely deſtroys 
Mr. B—'s Notion of Presbyterian Parity. | | 
But FJ. B. ſays again, that there is no Evidence in 
Holy Scriptures, of the Apoſtles having left any Offi- 
7 4 cers 
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©cers ſuperiour to thoſe Scriptural Biſhops Ci. e. Presby- 

© ters] entruſted with the ſole power of Church Govers, 

© ment over ſome {core or hundreds of particular Church- 

des, and with the ſole power of Ordination within that 

*© Compaſs and Diſtri& : For, ſays he, ſuch a ſole power 

of Church-Government and Ordination, neither the A- 

** poſtles nor Evangeliſts ever claimed themſelves,” much 

* leſs did they delegate it to any others, as their Suoceſ- 

* ſors therein. „ mene med mange 

Bur herein Mr. B contradicts both the Seriptures and 

all Antiquity : As for the Scriptures, I have all along pro- 
ved from them the contrary to this Aſſertion; and the 
ſeven Angels of the ſeven Churches of Afia, and Timothy 
and Titus, are ſtanding Evidences. of the Falſhood of 
Mr. B—'s Poſition ; for Epheſws, and that part of Aſia over 
which 7imothy preſided, had ſeveral Churches in it; and 
Crete, over Which Titzs was Superintendant, was ſo large, 
that it was called of old Hecatampolu, the Iſland of an hun- 
dred Cities; and Titzs was left there to ordain Elders in 
every City-: And of conſequence, Titus had ſo many 
Churches under his Care and Paſtoral Authority. 
But F. B. thinks, that the Apoſtles were ſo far from Serm p. 4;;. 
claiming any ſuch Authority themſelves, that they com- 
** mitted it entirely to the Elders. — But ſurely they could 
not entruſt the Elders with it, unleſs they had claimed ir | 
themſelves before. Thus, ſays he, when St. Paul ſent p 
for the Elders of the Church of Epbeſar, he com- _ 
** mitted the whole Authority, not to Timothy, or any o- 
Ather Superiour Officer, but to themſelves : And this, he 
thinks, is plainly proved, becauſe he bids them feed rhe 
'* Church of Chri#t, i. e. (as he Interprets it) Rule it. 

Now, beſides what I have anſwer' d to this already, I Pa.24,25,fup. 
further add, that this is no Argument at all, that Timothy * 
was not inveſted with the Supreme Government of the : 
Church; cr had Directions, atleaſt, to conſtitute ſuch 
Superiour Governours there: For I would ask Mr. B—-, 
could not the Apoſtle exhort the Elders of the Church to 
do their Duty in their. ſeveral Stations, without making 

them Rulers and Governours, and giving them power to 
Ordain, Cenſure, &c. Could they not Feed the Flock, i. e. | 
Inſtruct them, unleſs they might alſo exerciſe Supreme „ 
Juriſdiction over them? Ay, but this was his laſt ang | 
2 when 


N 
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© when he tells them, He ſhall ſee their Face no more: And what 
then? Why then this was the proper time, if he de- 
cy ign'd any ſuch thing, to entruſt. the Government of the 
** Church with ſome-body after his Deceaſe. But ſurely st. 
Paul knew beſt what was the moſt proper time for this mat- 
ter: And if he did not ſee it ſo proper, as F. B. fancies, 
do not know who can call him to an Account for it, 
eſpecially when We are ſure. that he left Timothy tliere; 


SS © 
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though the time when, is doubted by ſome. 
But then nothing can be more unaccountable , he 
© ſays, if hedeſign'd to leave him entruſted with this ſole 
* Government, than that he ſhould not take the leaft no- 
* tice of him, nor require thoſe Elders to be ſubject to 
his Authority and Juriſdition. — Nor in his Epiſtles to 
* Timothy and Titas, deſcribe their Office, and the extent 
© of it; but confound: their Names with the Elders that 
* are ſuppoſed to be their Subjects. And that the Apo- 
* files did not deſign to ſubject the Elders of Epbeſas to Ti. 
7 na Government is plain, becauſe he bids them take 
I to themſelves (or to one another, zr ie) as well 
** as to the Flock of God. | = 
Now to all this I anſwer, that it may as well be thought 
unaccountable, why our Bleſſed Saviour did not order his 
Seventy Diſciples to be ſubject to the Apoſtles, as that 
St. Paul did not command the Elders of Epheſis to be par- 
ticularly obedient to their Biſhop. The reaſon of both is 
plain, becauſe the Rule and Authority of thoſe whom our 


Saviour was to leave in his ſtead, was ſo evident from his 


ſecond Miſſion of them, that there was no need of ſuch 
Directions: And ſo it was in reſpect of thoſe whom they 
conſtituted Governours in their ſtead, Since therefore, 
Timothy was left at Epheſus in St. Paul's ſtead, they knew 
they were to give him the ſame Obedience in all things as 
they gave to the Apoſtle ;-and of conſequence, there was 
no need of ſuch particular Inſtructions. 
<« But is it not ſtrange, that in his Epiſtles to Timothy and 
© Titus, he ſhould never take notice of the Office and Ex- 
© rent of ſuch Biſhops, if he had deſigned that Timothy 
* ard Titus ſhould be ſuch Governours ? | 
in Anſwer to this we ſay, Firſt; That writing to Time- 
thy. and Titus, it was no way requilite that the Apoſtle 
ſhould write of any more than of the Choice and Qualifi- 
oY Cations 


— 


Mr. B \Prdanation \Serninn. 

cations of thoſe who were to be Ordained ; and that, be. 
cauſe the neceſſary Qualificarions in all Church-Officers 
are much the ſame; and he that performs the Office of a 
Presbyter well, is qualified for the higher Order, when- 


ever he is calle#to1t : But after all, is it any confequence'? - 


The Office of theſe Su e Governours is not particu- 
larly deſcribed, therefore; there are no ſuch Officers ? 
St. Paul in his Epiſtle to Tat, mentions no more than the 
Qualifications of a Presbyter ; does it therefore follow 
that he would have no Deacons in Crete? This is ſo light 
a way of. Reaſoning, as muſt angue à great Weakneſs ei- 
ther in Mr. B, ot his Cauſe, when he is guilcy of it. 

But after all, Secondby, theſe Supreme Officers who 
were to ſucceed 7 ny.” and Tirus, are not forgotten, nor 
left without a Rule of their particular Duties; the Office 
aud Extent of it 100, is as minutely diftinguifhed, as that of 


Presbyters : For Timathy arid Tits, and it them all'Supreme _ , 


Spiritual Governours of the Church, ate commanded te 


Rule and Govern, to Cenſure and Ordain: They are 
commandedi to lay Hands ſuddenly on no Man, but to t 
before hand whether they be qualified for ſo 7 — an Of- 
ice: To do nothing partially, to rebuke publiekly ; hot 
to receive an Accuſation againſt an Elder under two or 
three Wirneſſes, Cc. So that we find Mr. B. is miſtaken 
as well in matter of Fact, as in his Conſequences. 
But are not the Elders bid to take heed to themſelves 
**-or to one another, as well as to the Flock of Chriſt? and 
© does not that inveſt them with Supreme Authority ? 
The only Anſwer I ſhall beftow-on this Argument, ſhall 
be by asking F. B. another Queſtion of the like nature: 
Are not all Men commanded to exhort and rebuke one 
another, and to take care of themſelves? Muſt all Men 
therefore be Miniſters and Ruling Officers in the Church 
of God? Suppoſe one of the Apoſtles were now alive 


* 


and ſhould write an Epiſtle to the Church of Ireland, 


wherein he commanded every Miniſter of the Goſpel 10 
take heed to themſelves, and to the Flock of God, over which the 


* 


Holy G hot bad made tbem Overſeors j would char immediately 


make every Presbyter of the Church equal to his Biſhop 2? . 


The Caſe is ſo plain, and the Arguing ſo weak, that it 
needs no Application. | 


His Argument from St. Peter's requiring the Elders to Serm p 436. 
A 8 2 feed * St. 56 2.3, 
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44 A Diſcourſe occafioned by 
feed the Flock of God, is of the ſame Stamp with the former, 
and requires no further Anſwer : And his Inſtances con- 
cerning Presbyters ordaining 3 vix. the laying on 
of the Hands of the Presbytery, and the Teachers joyning with 

Pig 31, zi, the Prophets of Antioch, in laying their Hands on Barnabas 
„% andSarl, L have fully anſwer'd them already. Upon the whole 
therefore, I think I may very juſtly invert Mr. &—'s Con- 
cluſion, with a very little Alteration, © If the Apoſtles 
*© themſelves claim'd the ſole power of Ordination, and 
** delegated the ſame Power to other fixed Officers; we are 
** ſure that others may claim it likewiſe : And the Presby- 
*© rgrs. haveiall che reaſon in the World to abandon that 
Power which belongs not to their Office, as Miniſters of 
*© Chriſt, and Inſpectors: of their particular Flocks, be- 
*© cauſe-it is a moſt Unſcriptural Claim. | 
Hor the Superiority of Biſhops above Presbyters is ſo e- 
: vident, that the Presbyterians themſelves can't but confeſs 
8 Meſſa- its great Antiquity; and Sabmativs, a fierce Adverſary a- 
Pag. gainſt Epiſcopacy, was forced to acknowledge, that there 
was a real Diſtinction between Biſhops- and Presbyters in 
the moſt Ancient Ages of the Church, excepting only the 
Serm. p. 437. xery times of the Apoſtles: And J. B. confeſſes much the 
ſame, via. That ſome Superiority of a Biſhop over 
Presbyters began early after the Apoſtles Days, and did 
* UNIVERSALLY diffuſe it ſelf through the Chriſtian 
Church. And if ſo, then was it in all Ages of the 
Church: For I have prov'd, and they can't deny, that 
the Apoſtles challenged a Superiority themfelves during 
their own time; and they own that the Biſhops/had it in 
all Ages after; which, I think, is Evidence enough, a- 
Serm. p. 438. gainſt the Presbyterian Parity. As for what Mr. B— ſays 
of the difference of the Superiority of thoſe Days from 
what it is now, it is without any Proof: and therefore I 
ſhall refer what I have to ſay upon it, till he proves out of 
Serm. p. 439. the Primitive Fathers, that the Superiority of Biſhops o- 
N ver Presbyters was neyer generally eſteemed as a Superi- 
*© ority of Order and Office; but owes its Original to Hu- 
man Inſtitution. This, he ſays, he can prove; but I 
dare ſay, he never will attempt it. 

If the Presbyterian Equality be of Divine Extraction, why 
don't they ſhew ſome time when it was practiced, and how 
it came to be aboliſhed ? They confeſs, it did not laſt any 

| longer 
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longer than till about 30 or 40 Years after the Apoſtles :; 
So that if their PreSoyecry was Apoſtolical, the whole Ca- 


tholick Church would be found, as it were, in a joynt Con- 
/iracy, ſo early, to have diſobey'd and ſwerved from the 
Apoſtles Orders, and that roo without any Reſiſtance or 
Complaint of any one Church or Perſon that we hear of ; 


which can never be credited by any rational Creature. If 


that ſort of Government had been conſtituted by Chriſt 
and his Apoſtles, it muſt follow either that there was a 
great proneſs in the whole Chriſtian Church to. rebel a- 


gainſt their Lord; or that Chriſt left ſuch a Form of 


Church-Government, as was wncapable of preſerving it ſelf: 


For, as Doctor M:urice has taken notice on this occaſion, G 
rim. Chur. 


pag. 368. 


© If the Presbyterian Parity had any place in the Primi- 
© tive Time, as ſome do imagine, it muſt needs have been 
« an intolerable kind of Government, ſince all of a ſud- 
den it was Univerſaly aboliſhed : It muſt have given 
* ſtrange occaſion of Offence, when all the. Chriſtian 
© Churches of the World ſhould conſpire to abrogate this 
© Polity, and deſtroy all the Memory. and Foorſteps of 
«it: So that in the lamentable Diſtractions which tht 
Church fell into afterwards under Biſhops, none cuil 
ſo much as propoſe this way of Relief, by returning to 
their Ancient Government : This, indeed, is a thing 
never to be accounted for, if the Presbyterian Govern- 
ment of the Church was founded oy Chriſt and his Apo- 
ſtles; and I would deſire our Diflenting Brethren, ſeri- 
ouſly-to conſider it : For we may certainly challenge all 
our Adverſaries to ſnew a time when there was a Church 


in any part of the World, that was not governed by Bi- 


ſhops, till Farel and Frumentius drove out their Biſhop from 
Geneva, about 200 Years ago. Therefore, when F. B. 


deſires that his Scriptural Biſhops; as he calls the Preſ- Serm. p 439 


byters, be left in the poſſeſſion of that power of govern- 
ing their own Flocks, which the Apoſtles themſelves 
** inveſted them in: We readily grant his Petition, but 
then muſt deſire him to be ſatisfied with that, and not to 

encroach upon his Superiours Authority. | 


» . 


Ay, but he tells us, that“ the power of Biſhops over Serm. p. 440. 


** Presbyters renders true Church Diſcipline an impracti- 
cable thing. But how he makes that out, he does not 
tell us, and I confeſs I do not underſtand ; But, indeed, 


* 


the 
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46 A Diſcourſe 'ocraftonerl by 
L the Inſinuation is wholly falſe. and groundleſs ; far the 
Presbyters in the Epiſcopal Church have as great power 
in Eccleſiaſtical Matters, as ever they had in the Primitive 
Church: And whoever, makes this Objection, mult be 
Vid. Rub. to very ignorant of our Conſtitution ; for any Presbyter m 
the 1 ite the Communion to notorious Sinners, Which i; 
che Acmn- called a. Penitential Excommunication,: and is really all 
Lord's Sup- the Diſcipline that is requifite. But allowing we did wane 
per. Diſcipline, perhaps the chief Cauſe of it is their Unchri- 
ſtian Schjiſm ; ſo that the Objection, is ſo far from being 
any Mitigatzon, that it rather aggravates their unwarrant- 
able Separation. . x 
I know Mr. E inſinuates ſomething about the Cor- 
ruption of Biſhops Courts; and we. conteſs, that by the 
Covetouſnels of 3 and Advocates, there are ſome 
Abuſes in them, which cannot be redreſſed without quar- 
relling With the Civil Magiſtrate, who gave them that 
Power; but does that therefore render Church-Diſcipline 
ümpracticable? By no means: Nay, ſome things which 
they call Corruptions, are really none, but the great Bul- 
warks of our Church. So that when they ſay they can 
ſubmit to the preſent Conſtitution; their meaning is, they 
will not, unlels they may turn the whole Primitixe Go- 
vernment af the Church of Chriſt topſy-turvy, have the 
whole power of Ordination, Cenſuring, &c. and cv 
Presbyter be inveſted with Sup me Eccleſiaſtical Power; 
as is plain from the 44oth and 4411t Pages of Mr. B—' 
Sermons. This is their Deſign, this their Ambition; but 
we may, we muſt, anſwer F. B. in his own Language: 
That for thoſe whom no leſs will ſatisfy. than the ſole 
** power of Government and Ordination, &c. we think 
< our ſelves very excuſable, that we dare not put down 
the neceſſary Government of ſo many true Scriptural 
<« Biſhops, for the unneceſſary Grandeur and Ambition of 
8 theſe Ualeripmeal —— - i 
So that from what has been ſaid, Jam ſure Mr. x — has 
no reaſon to complain of the Terms of Communion impo- 
ſed upon every Miniſter; for if what I have here offer d, be 
true, there can be no difficulty in the Subſcriptions and 
„ . Declarations which are required; and it may juſtly be 
2 3 wonder'd at, how thoſe Men fhould now become ſo very 
lemniLiga& full of Scruples, who could ſo eaſily digeſt the * Solemn 
Fadete. | League 


germ. p. 441. 
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League and Covenant, which has been prov'd to be unjuſt 
2 Tanlzwfal. : a | . gl" 
And thus I think I have anſwer'd all that is material in 
Mr. B—'s Sermon againſt Biſhops : For what he ſpeaks of 


the Foreign Proteſtant Churches, fignifies nothing to his 
purpoſe, becauſe their Cafe is not the fame with our Dif- 


ſenters here. For I ſuppoſe Mr. B— will own there is 


ſome difference between thofe who lay under a neceſſity 
of wanting that Form of Church Government, the loſs 
. they heartily tament ; and thoſe who may have ir, 
but deſpiſe it, | 

[ have therefore no more to add, but a few Words to the 
Lay-part of our Diſſenting Brethren ; which is to deſire 
them once more ro conſider whether it is probable or like- 


ly ; nay, whether it is poſſible that this Form of Church-, 


Government by Biſhops, Presbyters and Deacons, ſhould 
gain ſuch early Footing in the Church of Chriſt, as the 


Diſſenting Miniſters own it did, and ſpread UNIVERSALLY 


over the whole Chriſtian World in leſs than Forty Years 
after the Apoſtles, without any one Complaint of its U- 
ſurpation, if it were not of an Heavenly Extraction? Or 
at leaſt, ſuppoſing Presbytery to have been Eſtabliſbed, as they 
 fay it was, whether it muſt not have been an intolerable 
ſort of Government, which was by the joynt Conſent of the 
whole World, laid down in ſo ſhort a time? And then I 
would have every, one of our Donating Brethren, ſeri- 
ouſly to lay it to their Conſciences, and ask themſelves 

how they can juſtify a Separation from the Church Efta- 
bliſhed, which is grounded on ſo abſurd a Foundation as 
the Presbytegian Equality? How they can. anſwer it ei- 
to God, or to themfelves, to reje& that Form of Church- 
Government which (as I hope I have prov'd) was Eſta- 
bliſhed by Chriſt, and put in Practice by the Apoltles ; 
which they themfelves confeſs , was planted in the Church 
of Chriſt UNIVERSALLY very ſoon after the Apoſtles, 
and ſo continued for 1500 Years : To reject, I ſay, ſuch 
a Government, only to gratify the Humour of ſome per- 
verſe and obſtinate Men, whoſe Intereſt it is to keep up 
the Diviſion: | 

[ would deſire you, my Brethren, to conſider the Cauſe 
of Epiſcopacy without Paſſion or Parrialicy ; and to think 
it no Diſgrace to ſorſake an Error. into which ſome of 
your 


. 


** 
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1 


wy laid to our Charge by ſomg hot Men, Whoſe u 


Paſlton for the Cauſe of Presbyrety, : betrays more Ignorance 


grant a Commiſſion to a Clergy-man, to confer, ſuch, 
as he himſelf has, viz. that a Prieſt, -by ſuch Commiſſion, 
An Account may ordain a Prieſt, and a Deacon ordain a Deacon. Take. 
vernmentand away but the Pope's Commiſſion, ſays a Jüdięious Modern 
Governours, Author, and here is true Presbyterian Ordination left as a 
8.92 Relict of Popery. And it is obſerved by the Lord Biſhop: 
3h. of the of Serum, that the Eſtabliſhing of Epiſcopacy, as founded 
>—- 207, On a Divine Right, was look'd upon at Trent, as one of the 
;atalleſt Blows that could have been given to the Papacy. 
- I would therefore have none of our Diſſenting Brethren , 

run the leaſt hazard in any reſbelt, nor be impoſed on, by 

the Dirt which is thrown on Epiſcopacy. cy hot, de- 
ſigning Men: But, as an Ambaſſador for Chriſt, I beſeech 
them to return to that Communion, | wherein Way are fore | 

to have all the Sacraments righriy and duly Adminiftred by 
Men who are 122»fully Calld and Commiſſion'd,, even accord- 

ing to the Confeſſion of their own Teachers. I. ſhall add 
no more, but pray that God would open all our Eyes, and 

guide us in the right Way, the Way of Salvation. 
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